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NOTICE TO MEMBERS

This report is the culmination of several months of data collection, review

and editing. Despite the time devoted to it, additional modifications in the
tables and charts are still necessary. The Council will compile a second edition
of this repcrt containing corrections, additions and suggestions that our
membership may wish to make. Until that second edition is ready and all
modifications have been made, we urge our readers to treat the data in this
report as the best available draft information, but draft information none=
theless. In the meanwhile, we ask our membership to let us know i¥ there are
errors, additions where no data exist, or suggestions you would like to

make.

In addition, this report, in general, covers the school years from 1980-81

to 1985-86. A previous similar profiles report published in 1983 covered

the years 1970 to 1982. we caution readers from laying the data from the

two reports end-to-end in order to create a 15 year trend. Different school
systems and data sources were used for many items. Moreover, we would caution
researchers and policy makers from attempting to combine data elements in this
report, e.g. dividing total revenues by total enrollment to try and derive a
per pupil expenditure figure that jibes with what we have 1isted or what the
members may treat as their own official figure. Many data sources were used
for this report, not all of which are compatible with one another.

Finally, I would Tike to thank personally Sharon Spriggs for the typing and
production work on this report. Until attempted, it is almost impossible to
imagine typing a1l of these tables -- without a word processor.

Thank you.
Michael Casserly

Senior Associate
Legislation and Research
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Chart 1. Enrellment in Great City Scheols, Fall 1980-1985

1980 1982 1984 . 1985
Enroliment in the Great City Schools dropped by 3.3% between the fill of
1980 and 1985. During the same period the national enrollment in mblic
schools dropped by about 3.9%. The 1985-86 enrollment in the yrbaistheels
increased over the previous year for the first time since 1968-69,

Chart 2. Enrollment in Great City Schools as a Percent of the Nation's Ablic

School Total Enrollment

11.2% 11.3% 11.3% 11.3%

1984 1985

1380 19

]
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The Great City School's share of the total nmational public schoalw-
roliment increased slightly from 11.2% to 11.3% between the Fall of

1980 and 1985. This is the first period in over twenty years in wich
urban school enrolliment remainad stable relative to the natignal -
rolliment.
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Char. 3. Gr—eat City Scnool Share of the Nation's Public Schagl Englent
by Raze and Year

4.9%| 4.3%) |33.7%( 32.3%| | 27.4% | 26.8% ELS%J 20,1% 0,25 | 28.7%
1_980 1984 1980

1984 1980 1984 1980 1984 %0 1984
White Black Hispanic Asian Hinarity
Total

The G=reat City School systems anroll 28.7% of all the ricgiay dirity children
in thr=e nation who attend public school. Tha Great City Schopl'ishare of
each  racial group has declined, however, sTightly sinte tne fll of 1980.

Chart 4. Percent Change in Enrollment in Great City S;hua'ls by R Fall 1980-84

+13.54
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Naiml % chan in
2n rilinent, 1958 a4

Grgillity School %
Eham in enrollment,
pRFI

White Black Hispanic Asian Hinerity
Total

The g=reatest increase since 1980 in the enrpllments in the Emthty Schools
has b =een seen among Asian students whose numbers incr@asas byll%, followed
by Hi spanic students whose numbers increasad by 17.0%. White mliment dec-
rathee=r significantly by 17.6% since 1980 whila the numpérs gfllick cnildren
remai ned relatively stable. )
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Chart 5. Racial Compasition of “he Great City School Enrollments; 1980,1984,1985

white 30.8%

black 46.5%

white 26.9%
black 46.4%

i
hispanic Eli?zl

white 26.1%

1985

The composition of the enrallments of the Great City Scheels continues
The proportion of the enroliment that is white drosped from 30.3% in 138C
in the Fall af 1985, The share of the sarollment that is olack apoears
stapilized since 1980, but the sroportion that fs aitner nisganic or 25740 7as
increased ratner dramaticaily in just five sears.
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CITY POPULATION AND LAND AREA*

LAND AREA TOTAL POPULATION TOTAL POPULATION

(5Q. MILES) 1980 1984 %

ALBUQUERQUE 95.3 332,000 351,000 + 5.7%
ATLANTA 131.5 425,022 426,000 +0.2
BALTIMORE 76.3 786,775 764,000 - 2.9
BOSTON 46.0 562,994 571,000 + 1.4
BUFFALO 41.3 357,870 339,000 - 5.3
CHICAGD 222.8 3,005,072 2,992,000 - 0.4
CINCINNATI 78.0 385,000 370,000 - 3.9
CLEVELAND 75.9 573,822 547,000 = 4.7
COLUMBUS 180.9 565,000 566,000 + 0.2
DADE COUNTY 2,042.0 1,625,979 1,706,000 +4.9
DALLAS 270.4 904,078 974,000 + 7.7
DENVER 95.3 491,396 505,000 + 2.8
DETROIT 138.0 1,203,339 1,089,000 - 9.5
FRESNO 93.1 218,000 267,000 +22.5
INDIANAPOLIS 325.0 701,000 710,000 + 1.3
LONG BEACH '50.1 - 361,334 379,000 + 4.9
LOS ANGBELES 463.9 2,966,761 3,097,000 + 4.4
MEMPHIS 275.4 646,356 ) 648,000 + 0.3
MILWAUKEE 95.0 636,212 621,000 - 2.4
MINNEAPOLIS 58.0 370,951 358,000 - 3.5
NASHVILLE 507.8 455,651 462,000 + 1.4
NEW ORLEANS 197.1 ~ 557,482 559,000 + 0.3
NEW YORK CITY . 299.7 7,072,000 7,165,000 + 1.3
NORFOLK 53.6 266,979 280,000 + 4.9
OAKLAND 53.4 339,288 352,000 + 3.8
OMAHA 90.8 314,000 334,000 + 6.4
PHILADELPHIA 128.5 1,688,210 1,647,000 - 2.4
PITTSBUREH 55.2 423,938 403,000 - 4.9
PORTLAND 93.5 366,383 364,000 0.0
ROCHESTER 34.2 242,000 243,000 + 0.4
ST. LOUIS 61.2 453,085 429,000 - 5.3
ST. PAUL 52.4 270,000 266,000 - 1.5
SAN FRANCISCD 45.4 678,974 713,000 + 5.0
SEATTLE 83.6 493,846 488,000 - 1.2
TOLEDD 81.2 354,635 344,000 - 3.0
TULSA 185.6 361,000 375,000 + 3.9

ASH 4 637,651 623,000 - 2.3

WASHINGTON __61.4 A
CITY TOTAL: 6,967. 32,094,083 32,329,000 +0.7%

CITY AVERARE: 188.3 867,408 873,757 + 0.7

~

NATIONAL TOTAL: 3,539,289 226,546,000 236,158,000 + 4.2%
CITY % OF NAT.: 0.2% 14.2% 13.7%

*SOURCE: BUREAU OF THE CENSUS' STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF THE UNITED
STATES, 1986, TABLE 19 -




DEMOGRAPHIC CHARACTERISTICS OF CITY POPULATION, 1980

% BLACK % HISPANIC % _UNDER 18 % OVER 65

ALBUQUERQUE 2.5% 33.8% 27.8% 8.4%
ATLANTA 66.6 1.4 26.8 1.5
BALTIMORE 54.8 1.0 26.9 12.8
BOSTON 22.4 6.4 21.6 12.7
. BUFFALO 26.6 2.7 25.2 15.0
CHICAGO 39.8 14.0 28.4 11.4
CINCINNATI 33.8 0.8 25.2 14.5
CLEVELAND 43.8 3.1 27.8 12.0
COLUMBUS 4 22.1 0.8 25.8 8.9
DABE COUNTY 25.1 55.9 21.4 17.0
DALLAS 29.4 12.3 27.0 9.5
DENVER 12.0 18.8 22.5 12.6
JETROIT 63.1 2.4 30.3 11.7
FRESNO 9.5 23.5 27.9 10.9
iNDIANAPOLIS 21.8 0.9 28.5 10.3
LONG BEACH 11.3 14.0 22.9 14.0
L0OS ANGELES 17.0 27.5 25.1 10.6
MEMPHIS 47.6 0.8 29.1 10.4
MILWAUKEE 23.1 4.1 27.0 12.5
MINNEAPQLIS 7.7 1.3 20.0 15.4
NASHVILLE 23.3 0.8 25.0 11.0
NEW ORLEANS 55.3 3.4 28.8 1.7
NEW YORK CITY 25.2 19.9 25.0 13.5
NORFOLK : 35.2 2.3 24.6 9.2
OAKLAND 46.9 9.6 24.3 13.2
OMAHA 12.0 2.3 27.5 12.2
PHILADELPHIA 37.8 3.8 25.9 14.1
PITTSBURGH 24.0 0.8 21.4 16.0
PORTLAND 7.6 2.1 21.8 15.3
ROCHESTER 25.8 5.4 26.6 14.0
ST. LOUIS 45.6 1.2 26.1 17.6
ST. PAUL 4.9 2.9 24.1 15.0
SAN FRANCISCO 12.7 12.3 17.2 15.4
SEATTLE ' 9.5 2.6 17.6 15.4
TOLEDO 17.4 3.0 28.1 12.5
TULSA 11.8 1.7 25.8 10.8
WASHINGTON _70.3 2.8 22.5 11.6
CITY TOTAL: 9,557,118 4,427,719 NA NA
CITY AVERAGE: 29.8% 13.8% NA NA

NATIONAL TOTAL: 26,600,000 14,600,000 63,682,000 25,713,000

NATIONAL AVERAGE: 11.8% 6.5% 28.0% 11.3%
CITY % OF NAT.: 35.9% 30.3% NA NA

IMIAMI ONLY

*SOURCE: BUREAU OF THE CENSUS STATISTICAL ABSTRACT OF THE UNITED
STATES, 1986. TABLE 19.
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ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
3ALTIMORE
30STON
3UFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS
DADE CCUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPQLIS
NASHVILLE
NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER
ST. LOUIS
ST. PAUL
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO
TULSA
WASHINGTON

CITY TOTAL:
MATIONAL TOTAL:
CITY 7 OF NAT.:

1980-81
(76 ,545)
72,297
129,984
67,366
47,904
445,269
53,633
80,074
(72,555)
232,951
129,305
63,414
211,887
(43,188)
(66,039)
55,650
534,712
110,113
© 87,826
42,137
68,822
85,707
943,805
36,131
48,338
44,592
224,152
45,907
52,870
61,471
(32,283)
59,107
48,551
45,766
(49,436)
100,048

4,606,118
40,987,000

11.2%

*S0URCE:

11985-86 data from Educational Research Service or Council files

FALL ENROLLMENTS*

1982-83
73,258
67,566

119,789
56,198
46,757

435,843
52,171
77,377
69,417

222,058

127,773
62,827

202,989

(47,889)

(54,526)
65,413

544,328

105,414
86,332
40,197
66,334
81,318

918,384
35,876
48,264
42,305

207,782
42,252
51,169
34,086
56,334

(31,276)
60,234
45,412

43,629

(47,687)

_ 91,828

4,462,292
39,652,000

11.3%

COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS;

1934-85
65,772
66,714

113,500
57,209
46,042

431,226
51,528
74,370
67,647

228,468

128,145
60,273

196,183

(54,305)
53,264
61,813

56U ,264

106 ,607
89,879
40,384
63,178
83,876

(925,072).
31,664
51,008
41,669

197,980
40,257
50,986
32,830
53,300
30,691
63,228
43,447
42,922
44,740
87,927

4,438,365
39,305,000

11.3%

e
"y

1

77,940
66,854
111,657
(58,000)
45,586
430,908
51,458
73,699
67,000
236,227
130,795
58,614
184,258
55,475
52,048
64,060
574,177
107,225
86,000
41,106
63,704
83,744
930,000
35,375
51,000
41,322
193,750
40,257
46,863
32,000
50,520
31,670
64,732
43,000
43,291
44,450

84,858

4,453,623
39,386,000

11.3%
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ALBUQUERQUE

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

ATLANTA

Wnite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

‘*IﬁCTUdéS

BALTIMORE

Wrhite
Black .
Hispanic
Asian
Other

BOSTON

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

BUFFALO

Wnite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

CHICAGD

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

FALL ENROLLMENTS BY RACE

"other"

1980-81 1982-83
(40,474) 39,223
( 2,490) 2,546
(30,186) 28,198
( 1,074) 1,264
( 2,105) 2,027
5,089 5,046
65,667 61,847
339 310

198 363*

4 NA

27,852 24,535
101,163 94,206
202 228

532 T 604
235 216
23,681 16,631
30,900 27,045
9,171 8,496
3,314 3,751
300 275
22,459 21,403
22,756 22,044
2,132 2,365
240 305
317 640
83,255 71,171
269,132 264,530
82,669 38,746
9,546 10,715
657 681

bt

1984-85

4r,422
2,539

28 082
;128

1 ,899

5,041

60,856

343
484+

LE i¥f3
90,233
227
340
227

15,175
26,440
9,194
4,339
263

20,668
21,917
2,543
329
585

63,430
261,386
94,246
11,421
743

1985-86

42,068
2,399
29,731
1,167
1,857

—
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NA

21,814
88,719

268
594
262

14,916
26,662
9,577
4,464
239

20,162
21,881
2,689

- 381

595

51,096
259,955
97,325
11,763
769
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+32.
+11.
+11.

3 RN RIN
i
w

-=37.
-13.
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CINCINNATI

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

CLEVELAND

Wnite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

COLUMBUS

White
Black
Hispanic
" Asian
Other

DADE COUNTY

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

DALLAS

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

DENVER

I'hi te
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

22,378
53,987
2,951
495
263

74,270
68,932
87,666
1,990
93

38,959
63,984
24,612
1,264
486

25,219
14,489
20,832
2,244
299

21,710
29,970
74

398

19

20,498
52,808
3,190
658
223

44,271
24,406

( 220)
( 490).
(  30)

64,044
69,557
86,165
2,198
94

33,543
63,545
28,050
2,146
489

24,754
14,388
20,670
2,450
565

Fa

21,143
29,879
91

394

21

19,004
£1,290
3,185
703
188

36,580
29,252
191
1,150
474

60,198
74,184
91,573
2,441
72

29,997
63,425
21,985
2,251
497

22,421
13,100
20,026
2,122
394

1985-86

20,806
130
438

25

18,153
51,199
3,273
902
172

35,433

29,369
195
1,283
35

59,811
77,241
96,461
2,539
75

28,462
64,534
34,873
2,393
533

22,548
13,457
21,365
2,191
695
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DETROIT

Hhite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

FRESNOQ

Wnite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

INDIANAPOLIS

White
Black
Hispanic
Asdjan
Other

LONG BEACH

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

LOS ANGELES

Wnhite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

MEMPHIS

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

1980-81

25,919
181,300
3,583
738

347

25,064
5,343
14,194
1,104
554

32,669
32,808
308
234

30

29,769
10,656
10,462
5,459
304

127,281
124,607
241,830
38,625
2,369

26,440
83,078
43

537

15

1982-83

22,073
176,251
3,347
826

492

24,219
5,601
16,080
3,078
517

29,430
25,446
294
309

a3

26,734
11,573
11,978
5,787
341

118,120
116,036
266,958
41,321
1,893

24,684

82,278
NA
593
NA

20,599
171,464
3,139
588

392

24,735
6,003
17,923
5,773
516

28,301
24,378
262
301

22

25,652
12,300
13,370
9,581
309

110,313
112,869
292,625
43,099
1,358

24,116

82,482
NA
458
NA

1985-86

27,357
24,087
294
292

17

25,253
12,341
15,109
10,813

333

107,216
110,438
308,610
46,468
1,444

23,989

82,594
NA
551
NA

i
>

[
o
- s
LAvRTa T )

- 3,

+ 14,

+ 19.
+ 31.
+518.
+ 12.

i
(]
Lay

LI o |
P T
Ll

L I S |
Fa
s

3

[ Sy
I

o
Y]

31.

i QRN e T RNy ]

— L O

39.

+
oma )

.34

= iz

. 8%
1.
27.

10



MILWAUKEE

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

MINNEAPOLIS

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

NASHVILLE

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
QOther

NEW ORLEANS

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

NEW YORK

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

NORFOLK

¥hite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

1980-81

39,811
40,775
5,308
770
1,162

29,039
8,377
575
1,825
2,321

45,252
22,725
169
596

95

10,065
72,322
1,132
2,162
26

253,690
363,948
287,494
38,197
476

14,574
21,600
204
1,059
34

43,170
22,209

(185)
Dﬁg

85

8,422
68,951
1,204
2,716
25

239,496
356,441
287,173
40,626
479

13,246
21,141
294
1,158
)

1984-85

33,525
46,198
6,471
1,528
2,696

25,403
9,451
540
2,250
2,470

39,284
32,545
216
a71

72

212,137
355,763
308,906
54,287
675

12,119

18,019
(286)
(1,125)
(36)

i8

1985-85

33,065
48,724
6,810
1,832
2,127

24,745 -

16,287
602
2,774
2,698

38,910
22,879
(229)
(1,031)
(76)

7,233
72,498
1,430
2,944
28

206,333
356,933
314,748
57 .631

586

13,165
20,717
(295)
(1,161)
(37)
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OAKLAND

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
QOther

OMAHA

Wnite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

PHILADELPHIA

Wnite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

PITTSBURGH

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

PORTLAND

White
Biack
Hispanic
Asian
Other

ROCHESTER

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

1980-81

6,638
32,832
4,901
4,523
315

31,378
11,292
1,013
447
468

66,416
140,336
15,964
3,319
117

22,653
22,914
79
256

NA

40,026
7,312
956
3,620
956

14,373
17,078
3,263
433
137

1982-83

5,868
31,120
5,184
5,741
351

29,219
11,122
1,033
477
409

55,691
130,803
16,648
4,449
191

20,245
21,662

(260)
NA

37,311
7,756
983
4,238
881

12,625
17,005
3,599
636
170

w0

28,468
11,146
1,133
457
458

50,287
125,717
16,828
4,949
395

11,310
16,870
3,777
676
197

1985-86

5,415

- 32,431

5,983
7,763
272

28,309
11,217
1,161
439
506

48,693
124,812
17,384
5,477
235

18,678
20,914
54

383

37,575
7,579
1,028
3,864

957

10,591
16,938
3,940
690
189

- 18
-1
+ 22,
+ 7
- 13
-9
-0
+ 14,
- 0.
+ 8,
- 26
-1
+ 8
+ 65,
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ST.

LOUIS

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

T. PAUL

Wnite
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

{ FRANCISCO

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

SEATTLE

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

TOLEDO

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

TULSA

White
Black
Hispanic
Asian
Other

1880-81

12,856
48,362
108
135

10

23,919
3,878
1,616
2,263

646

10,062
15,682

9,471
23,567

325

27,700
10,309
2,023
7,107

1,412

28,046
15,199
1,897
294

61

34,305
11,319
534
515
2,752

1982-83 1984-85
11,249 11,309
44,624 41,097
120 101
303 394

38 60
21,538 20,506
4,000 4,348
1,538 1,713
3,077 3,476
615 648
10,143 10,539
13,789 13,843
10,328 10,963
25,630 19,991
344 7,892
23,377 21,885
10,445 10,222
1,986 1,979
8,277 8,118
1,327 1,243
26,308 25,448
14,968 15,031
1,972 2,026
329 335

52 64
32,219 29,507
11,544 11,752
698 622
745 607
2,422 2,147

1985-86

10,508
38,255
91

437
67

20,745
4,715
1,572
3,772

628

10,184
13,236
11,476
23,136

21,517
10,365
2,106
8,408
1,251

25,380
15,407
2,089
353

62

28,948
11,984
617
574
2,170
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1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86

WASHINGTON
White 3,700 3,221 3,245 3,264 - 11.8%
Black 94,336 86,368 81,526 80,681 - 14.5
Hispanic 1,348 1,538 2,400 2,965 +120.0
Asian 640 655 730 731 +14.2
Other 25 46 26 36 +44.0
CITY TOTALS
Whi te 1,420,111 1,287,782 1,195,399 1,169,533 - 17.6%
Black 2,149,363 2,069,641 2,060,687 2,051,776 - 4.5
Hispanic 869,521 906,210 962,523 1,017,009 +17.0
Asian 160,001 181,177 199,438 217,853 +36.2
Other 19,779 18,648 28,900 26,091 +31.9

NATILONAL TOTALS

White 28,797,667 NA 28,106,295 NA - 2.4¢
Black 6,372,397 NA 6,388,670 NA + 0.3
Hispanic - 3,169,654 NA 3,598,511 NA +13.5
Asian 745,387 NA 994,108 - NA +33.4
Other 303,444 NA 364,313 NA + 201

CITY % OF NATIONAL

White 4.9% NA 4.3% NA --
Black 33.7 NA 32.3 NA -
Hispanic 27.4 NA 26.8 NA ==
Asian 21.5 NA . 20.1 NA -=
Other 6.5 NA 7.9 NA -=

NA: Not available

*Source: Council of the Great City Schools
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CHILDREN AGED 5-17 BELQW PQVERTY LIVING IN CITIES
AND PRIVATE SCHOOL ENROLLMENT IN CITIES*

NUMBER P00~ CHILDREN! NUMBER PRIVATE SCHOOL CHILDREN!

ALBUQUERQUE 9,,77 6,600
ATLANTA 31,373 8,500
3ALTIMORE 49,234 24,300
30STON 26,337 26,700
BUFFALO 19,211 17,000
CHICAGO 182,280 141,400
CINCINNATI NA NA
CLEVELAND 33,914 24,700
COLUMBUS 20,018 13,700
DADE COUNTY 54,108 - - o 52,300
DALLAS 34,647 21,300
DENVER 14,305 12,300
DETROIT 80,441 45,100
FRESNO NA NA
INDIANAPOLIS __NA_ NA
LONG BEACH 11,375 5,311
LOS ANGELES 117,917 94,000
MEMPHIS 42,742 26,500
MILWAUKEE 25,281 29,800
MINNEAPOQLIS 8,099 8,300
NASHVILLE _ 13,725 12,380
NEW ORLEANS 43,420 32,300
NEW YORK CITY 391,150 313,000
NORFOLK 12,760 6,845
OAKLAND 15,291 8,700
OMAHA 8,518 13,100
PHILADELPHIA 94,286 : 109,500
PITTSBURGH : 15,280 20,700
PORTLAND 7.977 7,500
ROCHESTER 11,222 8,900
ST. LOUIS 27,796 21,000
ST. PAUL o .
SAN FRANCISCO 15,545 25,948
SEATTLE 7,461 12,100
TOLEDO 12,358 16,648
TULSA NA “NA
WASHINGTON, DC _27.852 18,300

CITY TOTALS 1,465,700 1,184,734

NATIONAL TOTALS 7,100,020 5,043,700

% 20.6% 23.5%
11980 data

*SQURCE: Bureau of The Census, 1980




HANDICAPPED STUDENT ENROLLMENT, VOCATIONAL EDUCATION
ENROLLMENT AND LIMITED' ENGLISH PROFICIENT. ENROLLMENT
1984-85%
TOTAL VOCATIONAL
EDUCATION ENRULLMENT

TOTAL LIMITED ENGLISH®

TOTAL SPECIAL
PROFICIENT ENROLLMENT

EDUCATION ENROLLMENT

ALBUQUERQUE 9,330 16,525 1,575
ATLANTA 4,528 15,154 289
BALTIMORE 18,918 28,276 1,430
BOSTON 10,617 NA 12,867
BUFFALO 8,468 31,190 1,762
CHICAGO 45,054 124,700 33,395
CINCINNATI “NA 8,425 NA
CLEVELAND 5,724 8,825 1,054
COLUMBUS 6,675 9,156 84
DADE COUNTY 21,815 52,000 25,392
DALLAS 9,364 34,534 8,793
DENVER 4,811 10,157 2,727
DETROIT 16,616 2,880 4,873
FRESNO NA 2,117 NA
INDIANAPOLIS 5,859 3,035 NA
LONG BEACH 4,051 9,700 5,679
LOS ANGELEZ 46,492 75,000 101,795
MEMPHIS 12,114 29,348 330
MILWAUKEE g,652 14,530 2,283
MINNEAPOLIS 4,859 1,768 NA
NASHVILLE 5,839 16,668 491
NEW ORLEANS 9,270 18,926 2,057
NEW YORK CITY 105,803 140,802 (60,000)
NORFOLK NA NA 35
OAKLAND NA NA 2,707
OMAHA 5,600 4,410 346
PHILADELPHIA 24,989 24,760 4,035
PITTSBURGH 6,147 4,507 138
PORTLAND 4,923 3,120 1,533
ROCHESTER 4,686 6,647 NA
ST. LOUIS 6,745 2,966 61
ST. PAUL 4,715 8,849 NA
SAN FRANCISCO 6,021 NA 12,235
SEATTLE 4,342 15,897 3,258
TOLEDO 4,751 6,149 186
TULSA 5,684 1,324 NA
WASHINGTON 7,394 _ __NA 2,001
CITY TOTALS: 408,802 732,345 293,411

11980-81 data

*SUURCE: Council of the Great City Schools
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SCHOOL BOARD SIZE

AND TERMS OF OFFICE™*

18

NUMBER CF SCHOOL TERMS COF OVERLAP RESIDENCY

BOARD MEMBERS OFFICE IN TERMS REQUIRE

ALBUQUERQUE 7 5-6 years Staggered yes
ATLANTA 9 4 Concurrent yes
BALTIMORE 9 6 Staggered yes
BOSTON 13 2 Concurrent yes
BUFFALO 9 5 Staggered yes
CHICAGO 11 5 Staggered yes
CINCINNATI 7 -= Staggered yes
CLEVELAND 7 4 Staggered yes
COLUMBUS 7 4 Staggered yes
DADE COUNTY 7 4 Staggered yes
DALLAS 9 3 Staggered yes
DENVER 7 6 Staggered yes
DETROIT 13 3 Staggered yes
FRESNO 5 8 Staggered ves
INDIANAPOLIS 7 4 Staggered yes
LONG BEACH 5 4 Staggered yes
LOS ANGELES 7 4 Staggered ves
MEMPHIS 9 4 Concurrent yes
MILWAUKEE 12 4 Staggered yes
MINNEAPOLIS 7 4 Staggered yes
NASHVILLE 9 6 Staggered yes
NEW ORLEANS 5 6 Staggered ves
NEW YORK CITY 7 4 Staggered yes
NORFOLK 7 2 Concurrent yes
OAKLAND 7 4 Staggered ves
OMAHA 12 4 Staggered yes
PHILADELPHIA 9 6 Staggered yes
PITTSBURGH 9 4 Staggered yes
PORTLAND 7 4 Cencurrent yes
ROCHESTER 7 4 Staggered yes
ST. LOUIS 12 6 Staggered yes
ST. PAUL 7 4 Staggered yes
SAN FRANCISCO 7 & Staggered yes
SEATTLE 7 6 Staggered ves
TOLEDO 5 4 Staggered yes
TULSA 7 4 Staggered yes
WASHINGTON — 11 _ 4 Staggered o Yes
CITY MODE: 7 members 4 years  Staggered yes

*SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools
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ELECTION AND SELECTION OF BCARDS OF EDUCATION*

HOW MEMBERS CHOSEN. WHQ APPOINTS HOW ELECTED

ALBUQUERQUE Electad - At Targe
ATLANTA Elected - At large and by district
BALTIMORS Appointed Mayaor - ’
BOSTON Elected -= At large ana by aistrict
BUFFALD Elected -= By district
CHICAGO Appointed Mayor -
CINCINNATI Elected - At large
COLUMBUS Elected -
DADE COUNTY Electad - At large and by district
DALLAS ’ Elected == By district
DENVER Electad -- At large
DETROIT ‘ Elected - At large and by district
FRESNO Elected == . At large
INDIANAPOLIS Elected -- At Targe and by district
LONG BEACH Electad == At large
LOS ANGELES Elected -- By district
MILWAUKEE Elected - At large and by district
MINNEAPOLIS Elected -- At large
NASHVILLE Electad -- At Targe
NEW ORLEANS Elected == At large
NEW YORK CITY Appointed Mayor and Bourough Presidents --
NORFOLK Appointed City Council .=
OAKLAND Elected - By district
OMAHA Elected - By district
PHILADELPHIA Appointed Mayor -
PITTSBURGH Elected - By district
PORTLAND - Elected -~ At large
§T. LOUIS Elected -= At large
ST. PAUL Elected - At large
SAN FRANCISCO Elected -- At large
SEATTLE Elected -= At large ana by district
TOLEDO Elected - At large
TULSA Elected - At large
WASHINGTON — FElected == By district

CITY MODE: Electad Mayor At large

*SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



SCHOOL BOARD MEETINGS*

i

REQUIRED FREQUENCY OF NUMBER CF STANDING USE OF AD HOC
] BOARD MEETINGS COMMITTEES ~ COMMITTEES

ALBUQUERQUE 2/month T ves
ATLANTA 2/manth 7 no
BALTIMORE 2/month 4 yes
BOSTON 2/month 5 no
BUFFALO 2/month 8 yes
CHICAGO 2/month 6 yes
CINCINNATI 1/2months 6 yes
CLEVELAND 2/month 6 yes
COLUMBUS 2/month 7 no
DADE COUNTY 2/month 5 yes
DALLAS 3/month 4 yes
DENVER 3/month 3 yes
DETRO.T 2/month 5 --
FRESNO 2/month 0 yes
INDIANAPOLIS 2/month 2 yes
LONG BEACH 1/week 5 no
LOS ANGELES 1/month 7 yes
MEMPHIS 2/month 0 yes
MILWAUKEE 1/mon th 5 yes
MINNEAPOLIS 2/month 8 yes
NASHVILLE 2/month 0 yes
NEW ORLEANS 2/month 0 yes
NEW YORK CITY 2/month - -
NORFOLK 1/year 0 yes
0AXLAND 1/week 0 yes
OMAHA 2/month 5 ves
PHILADELPHIA 2/manth 5 yes
PITTSBURGH 1/month 3 yes
PORTLAND 2/month 0] yes
ROCHESTER 2/month 6 ves
ST. LOUIS 1/month 8 yes
5T. PAUL 2/manth 6 no
SEATTLE 2/month 6 Yes
TOLEDO 1/month 7 yes
TULSA 2/month 4 no
WASHINGTON Ymontn 9 _ne

CITY MOQDE: ?/month 5 ores yes

*SOURCE: Council of the Great City Schools
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SUPERINTENDENT CHARACTERISTICS, 1985-86

ANNUAL SALARY* YEAR HIRED SEX RACE NUMBER OF DAYS ON DUTY*

ALBUQUERQUE $ 75,000 1984 Female Hispanic 228
ATLANTA 82,955 1973 Male Black 230
SALTIMORE 1 _ NA _ 1983 Female Black NA
30STON 7u.0U0 1985 Male Black NA
srEEAlLQ 62,232 1975 Male White 221
CHiwni 100,000 1985 Male Black 224
CINCINNATI - 75,000 1986 Female Black 223
CLEVELAND NA 1986 Male Black NA
COLUMBUS 85,365 1982 Male White 260
DADE COUNTY 100,147 1980 Male White 230
DALLAS 104,487 1978 Male White 226
DENVER 75,000 1985 Male White 227
DETROIT 85,000 1975 Male Black 226
FRESNO 82,875 1979 Male White 228
INDIANAPOLIS 86,303 1982 Male White 260
LONG BEACH 78,558, 1986 Male White 228
LOS ANGELES 13,7311 1981 Male Wnite 224
MEMPHIS 71,994 1979 Male Black 246
MILWAUKEE 76,000 1975 Male White 230
MINMEAPOLIS NA 1980 Male Black NA
NASHVILLE 61,600 1980 Male White 230
NEW ORLEANS NA 1985 Male Black NA
NEW YORK CITY 95,000 1984 Male Hispanic 221
NORFOLK 82,600 - 1983 Male Black 252
OAKLAND 72,129 1985 Male Black 227
OMAHA 73,000, 1984 Male White 245
PHILADELPHIA 85,0001 1982 Female Black 244
PITTSBURGH 69,768 1980 Male White 226
PORTLAND 81,120 1982 Male Black 231
ROCHESTER 52,500 1986 Male White 228
ST. LOUIS 85,000 1983 Male Black 227
ST. PAUL 72,832 1984 Male White 260
SAN FRANCISCO 72,000 1986 Male Hispanic 227
SEATTLE 89,427 1986 Male White 260
TOLEDO 61,000 1985 Female White 224
TULSA 77,148 1976 Male White v 226
WASHINGTON, 78,630 1981 Female Black , 237

CITY AVERAGE: $ 80,106 1982 Male -- 234

1Data for school year 1984-85

*SOURCE: Educational Research Service.Salaries Paid Professional

Personnel in Public Schools. ATl other data from Councii of the Great
City Schools.
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TEACHER CHARACTERISTICS, 1985-8%

NUMBER OF NUMBER QF DAYS MAIN BARGAINING NUMBER OF -DISTRICT
o TEACHERS TEACHERS ON DUTY B UNIT CLASSROOM BUILDINGS
ALBUQUERQUE T 3,173 182 . . NEA 114 i
ATLANTA 3,926 190 NEA 114
BALTIMORE NA NA AFT 190
BOSTON NA NA AFT 123
BUFFALD 3,007 186 NEA 76
CHICAGO 22,002 183 AFT 597
CINCINNATI 2,100 183 AFT NA
CLEVELAND NA NA AFT 129
coLuMBUS 3,332 195 NEA 128
DADE COUNTY 12,679 212 AFT 250
DALLAS 7,177 185 NEA 783
DENVER 3,412 183 NEA 116
DETROIT 6,544 195 AFT 292
FRESNO 2,018 183 NEA NA
INDIANAPOLIS 2,698 190 NEA 83
LONG BEACH 2,587 182 NEA 80
LOS ANGELES 25,373 182 AFT/NEA 644
“MEMPHIS 5,367 180 NEA 159
MILWAUKEE 5,198 187 INDEPENDENT 140
MINNEAPQLIS NA NA AFT 52
NASHVILLE 3,347 185 NEA 137
MEW ORLEANS NA NA AFT 127
NEW YORK CITY 44,564 186 AFT 1095
NORFOLK 1,802 190 NEA NA
OAKLAND 2,527 183 NEA NA
OMAHA - 2,314 186 NEA 75
PHILADELPHIA 11,304 190 AFT 255
PITTSBURGH 2,739 189 AFT 88
PORTLAND 2,464 184 NEA 100
ROCHESTER 1,564 188 AFT 50
ST. LOUIS - 3,589 183 AFT 119
ST. PAUL 1,354 183 AFT 74
SAN FRANCISCO 2,392 181 NEA 121
SEATTLE 2,500 182 NEA 21
TOLEDO 2,136 182 AFT 66
TULSA 2,550 180 NEA 92
WASHINGTOHN 5,265 190 ____ AFT ] 184
CITY TOTAL: 203,004 5,960 18 NEA 6,744
17 AFT
CITY AVERAGE: 6,343 186.3 1NEA/AFT 204

1 INDEPENDENT

* SOURCE: Educational Research Service. Salaries Paid Professional Personnel
in Public Schools.




AVERAGE SALARY PAID TO CLASSROOM TEACHERS®

1880-81 1982-83 1984-85 1585-86 5 e
ALBUQUERQUE $ NA § 19,228 § 21,285 $ 21,540 NA
ATLANTA 18,112 21,400 25,070 27,459 +51.6%
BALTIMORE 16,465 NA NA NA NA
BOSTON é2,501 NA 28,000 NA NA
BUFFALO 18,912 22,095 25,145 - 27,114 +43.4
CHICAGD 23,331 24,843 NA 29,084 +24.7
CINCINNATI _NA NA NA 27,378 NA
CLEVELAND 18,802 20,029 24,273 ' NA NA
COLUMBUS _ NA 19,263 24,325 27,251 NA
DADE COUNTY 18,784 22,646 25,475 26,7422 +42 .4
DALLAS 18,182 22,112 25,460 26,065 +43.4
DENVER 22,044 23,486 29,730 32.467 +47.3
DETROIT 20,914 26,394 26,780 NA NA
FRESNO 21,558 22,770 27,528 - 29,831 +33.1
INDIANAPOLIS NA NA NA 27,460 NA
LONG BEACH 21,993 23,296 29,811 29279 +38.4
LOS ANGELES 22,807 24,352 28,807 28,2681 +23.9
MEMPHIS 14,575 16,898 20,629 21.683 +48.8
MILWAUKEE 19,947 24,200 28,096 27,333 +37.0
MINNEAPOLI3 19,890 23,180 NA NA NA
NASHVILLE 18,700 21,411 - 23,404 23,372 +25.0
NEW ORLEANS 16,995 NA NA NA - NA
NEW YORK CITY 22,506 25,018 28,9413 31,224 +38.7
HORFOLK 15,922 19,443 21,007 23,807 +49.5
DAKLAND NA NA NA 26,493 " NA
OMAHA 20,779 22,133 NA NA NA
PHILADELPHIA 23,976 26,954 29,056 30,273 +26.3
PITTSBURGH NA 265150 29,205 29,672 NA
PORTLAND 17,684 22,196 24,37% 25,671 +45.2
ROCHESTER NA ~ NA NA B 32,434 NA
ST. LOUIS 12,328 18,921 24,818 25,692 +108.4
ST. PAUL NA NA 27,982 29,0001 NA
SAN FRANCISCO NA 26,885 28,980 30,921 NA
SEATTLE 22,533 ~NA NA 27,019 +19.9
TOLEDO 18,000 20,705 24,458 26,508 +47.3
TULSA NA . NA 24,818 26,014 NA
WASHINGTON 22.883 _NA__ 27,659 31,709 +36.6
CITY AVERAGE $19,671 $22,546 $26,079 $27,655 +40.6%
NAT'L AVERAGE $23,587 $25,276

Data are for school year 1984-85
Data are for calender year 1985
Data are for school year 1983-84

Lad PN

Source: Educational Research Service. Salaries Paid Professional Personnel
in Public Schools, - -

NOTE: Individual city averages may vary becauyse of regional, cost-of-living
or factors related to the age and experience of the teaching force and
may not reflect actual pay scale differences or real differences in
compensation.
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PRIMARY GRADES

GRADE

MIDDLE GRADES

LEVEL ORGANIZATION*

ALBUQUERQUE 7

ATLANTA K=5,K-7 6-8 8-12,9-12

BALTIMORE K-6,K-7 6-8,7-9 9-12,10-12

BOSTON K-5 6-8 9-12

BUFFALOQ K-8 =-= 9-12

CHICAGD K-5,K-6 7-8,6-8 §5-12

CINCINNATI ]

CLEVELAND K-3,K-6,4-6 7-8,7-9 9-12,10-12

COLUMBUS

DADE COUNTY K-6 6-8 9-12

DALLAS K-6 7-8 9-12

DENVER K,K=3,4-6,K-6 7=-9 10-12

DETROIT K-5 65-8 9-12

FRESNO

INDIANAPOLIS

LONG BEACH K=6 7-9 10-12

LOS ANGELES K-6 7=9 10-12

MEMPHIS K-6 7-9 10-12

MILWAUKEE ) B )

MINNEAPOLIS K-3,K-6,K-2,3=6,4=6 7-8,K-8 9-12

NASHVILLE K=4,K-3,K-2,K-6,3-6,3-4,5-6 7-8,5-8,7-9 9-12

NEW ORLEANS K-6 6-8,7-9 9-12,10-12

NEW YORK CITY K-6,K=5 7-9,6-8 9-12

NORFOLK 4-5,K-2,K-3,K-6 7-8 9-12

OAKLAND K-6,K-4 5-8,7-9,7-8 10-12

OMAHA o o ) ,

PHILADELPHIA K-8,K-5,K-6 5-8,7-9 9-12,10-12

PITTSBURGH K-5,K-8 6-8 9-12

PDRTLAND K‘BjK‘E:KEE 5’8:7‘8 ,9;12

ROCHESTER ) 15

ST. LOUIS K-5 , 6-8 9-12

ST PAUL K-5,K=4,5-6 ,K-8,K-3,4-6  7-8 9-12

SAN FRANCISCO k-5 o 6-8 9-12

SEATTLE K,3-6,K-3,K-6,4-6 6-8,7-8 9-12,10-12

TOLEDD K-6 7-8 9-12

TULSA o o o ,

WASHINGTON K-8,K-4,K-6 _ _5-8,7-9 _9-12,10-12
*SO0URCE: Council of the Great City Schools
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GREAT CITY SCHOOL FINANCES



Chart &. Total Revenues of Great City Schools, 1580-1985 {inflation adjusted)

$20.0 »

" actual
18,7k
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inflation

$15.2b .
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$13.5b gqa;""'*a‘?igr“'s
$12.9b
$10.0 t
o  1g80-81 1e82-7%  1834-a5 Tess-ss

The =zotal revenues (ir.’uding loeal, state and federal) of zne Great lity Scnools
nave increased from 513.5 billien in 1980=81 to over 519.7 billian im 1985-35,

a gain of 45.9%. Adjusted for inflation, these reveanues have grown about 12%
during the same parioed.

L

Chart 7. Local, State and Federal Share of Great City Scnool Revenues by Year,

100 - — = — - — !
federal 12.5% federal 9.5% federal 8.8% fedaral 9.2%2

state state state i

45,9% 46.7% 48 3% :

i

!

Percent .
Tecal Tocal Tocal Tocal
4]1.8% 43.8% 44.0% 42.6%
0 . _ R R _ -
1980-81 * 1982-83 1984=35 1985-36

The lecal, state and federal shares of total Great City S5chosl revenues
remained relatively stable between 1980 and 1985, 8oth the local and szate
share increased whila the federal share decreased, The 1985-86 school year
was the first year since 1980-81 in whicn the federal snare of revenues in-
creased. .
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



|
I
|
|

ot

[
(™)
[
R
[
L]
"

L]
FL

12.0% 12.4% 12.4% P12 7

P i i

| } !

v |

%

| |

u ) _ . T '
1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-358

The Great City Schools increased {ts share of all state spending on

from 12.0% in 1980 wo 12.7% in 1985-36 .
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AVERAGEE = PER PUPIL EXPENCITUR™S*
(C Zurrent Operations)

1980-81 15=82-83 1984-85 1985-86 =N
ALBUQUERQUE § 1,953 $  =,657 $ 2,874 $ 2,784 +42 6%
ATLANTA 2,002 &= ,556 2,948 3,258 +62.6
BALTIMORE 2,249 NA NA NA NA
BOSTON 3,669 NA . 4,141 NA NA
BUFFALO 2,838 31,379 4,135 4,477 +57.8
CHICAGOD 2,655 33,011 3,247 4,008 +51.0
CINCINNATI ~ NA NA NA 4,328 NA
CLEVELAND 2,614 3z,127 4,059 NA NA
COLUMBUS 2,011 2 = ,558 3,117 3,681 +83.0
DADE COUNTY 2,056 2 2,916 3,394 3,639 +77.0
DALLAS 1,957 2,576 3,260 3,240 +65.6
DENVER 2,987 3,447 4,226 4,367 +46.0
DETROIT 2,529 2 ,872 3,487 3,703 +46.4
FRESNQO 2,545 2 ,585 2,891 3,123 +22.7
INDIANAPOLIS 2,046 2,802 3,555 3,668 +75.3
LONG BEACH 2,118 2,524 2.972 3,295 +55.6
LOS ANGELES 3,096 3. ,116 3,174 3,440 +11.1
MEMPHIS 1,861 1. ,957 2,204 2,368 +27.2
MILWAUKEE 3,111 . ,114 4,435 4,559 +46.5
MINNEAPOLIS 2,537 2. ,957 NA NA NA
NASHVILLE 1,778 2. ,196 2,654 2,887 +62.4
NEW ORLEANS 1,515 NA NA NA
NEW YORK CITY 2,721 3= 5300 3,925 +91.3
NORFOLK 2.074 2:e5737 3,327 +81.6
OAKLAND 2,529 35731 NA +27.9
OMAHA 2,087 NA NA +51.9
PHILADELPHIA 3,185 3, =390 4,316 +45.,2
*PITTSBURGH ~ NA 4, -957 5,592 NA
PORTLAND 2,759 3, =643 2,990 +58.5
ROCHESTER NA ~ NA NA NA
sT. LOUIS 2,384 Z, .587 4,544 +26.8
ST. PAUL 2,308 Z, .748 4,047 +64.3
SAN FRANCISCO NA 3,--475 3,864 NA
SEATTLE 3,404 - NA NA +26.4
TOLEDQ 1,968 3, 030 3,397 +71.3
TULSA 1,842 Zy- 350 2,649 *+58.4
WASHINGTON 2,781 _ 3z 379 3,930 +57.0
CITY AVERAGE: § 2,440 $ 3,=029 § 3,564 $ 3,906 +60.1%
NATIONAL AVERAGE: 2,195 2,=583 3,138 3,485 +58.8%

*S0URCE: Educational FResearch Service, Salaries Paid Professional Personnel

in Public Schools.

NOTE: Individual citys averages may vary because of regional, accounting,
cost-of-1iving and othrmer differences and may not reflect relative financial
effort.
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RESIDENTIL PROF=ERTY TM RATES
Per 3100 kssess=ed VaTution=

Effective Rate  iffectiv-.re Rate Effective Rate  Effective Rate
1980 k=2 _ 1984 1985 s

ALBUQUERQUE g = { 2'}55 $ 1.79 $ 1.82 _
ATLANTA 2.21 2,41 1.23 1.75 - 20.8%
3ALTIMORE 2.39 2. 74 = 2.70 2.70 .0
30STON 4,60 7.81— 1.71 1.64 - 64.4
3UFFALO -- . - —
CHICAGO 2.73 1.99 = 1.99 1.63 - 40.3
CINCINNATI -- - - -
CLEVELAND 1.56 1.48 ~ 1.81 2.08 + 33
COLUMBUS 1.22 o . o .
DADE COUNTY -- - - -
DALLAS 2.21 - -- _— .
DENVER 0.73 0.90 0.70 0.74 + 1.4
DETROIT 4.01 3.94 - 4.04 4.16 + 3.7
FRESNO -- -~ ; - — -
INDIANAPOLIS 3.49 3.7% 2.56 3.32 - 4.
LONG BEACH -- ~— -- - -
LOS ANGELES 1.13 J.7¢ 0.65 0.65 - 42.5
MEMPHIS 1.71 1.74 1.54 1.75 + 2.3
MILWAUKEE 2.39 2.94 3.34 3.22 + 34.7
MINNEAPOLIS B 2.27 2.31 2.27 --
NASHVILLE 1.04 - - oc -
NEW ORLEANS 0.94 1.03 1.06 1.30 38.
NEW YORK CITY 1.79 1.66 .42 1.37 - 23.
NORFOLK -- 1.19 1.14 1.15 -
OAKLAND - .- - . .
OMAHA - 2.0 1.98 2.01 --
PHILADELPHIA 2.25 2.70 2.862 2.62 + 16.
PITTSBURGH - == -- - !
PORTLAND -- 2.10 2.37 2.57
ROCHESTER -= -- - --
ST. LOUIS 2.08 1.56 2.15 1.04 -
ST. PAUL == -- -- --
SAN FRANCISCO 1.23 - =- --
SEATTLE 0.91 0.86 0.95 0.99 -
TOLEDO -= == -- --
TULSA - - -- --
WASHINGTON __t.1o 115 o _ra3 _1.14 *

CITY AVERAGE: 1.99 2.24 1.87 1.91 - 4.,0%

NOTE: Effective tax rate calculatedby mu=zTtiplying the nomina™ 1 tax rate per $100
by the assessment level.

*SOURCE: Government of the Districtof 01 umbia I Burdens i Washington, D.C.
Corpared With Those in thelarges =t City In Each State . Annual.




~ BONDED DEBT RATING 31
{General Obligations Only)
SCHOOL™

MUNICIPAL™ SCHOOL BUDGET

BC'ID RATING BOND RATING AUTHORITY BONDED DEBT*

ATLANTA Aa Independent
BALTIMORE Al Dependent
BOSTON Baa Dependent
BUFFALO Baa_ Dependent )
CHICAGO Baal Ba Independent $253,070,000%
CINCINNATI Al Baa Independent 35,500,000/
CLEVELAND Baa Ba Independent 69,630,0002
COLUMBUS Al Baa Independent 65,019,1928
DADE COUNTY Al A Independent 7.56@,6003
DALLAS Aaa Aaa Independent 185,5842
DENVER Aa Aaa Independent 10,050,000
DETROIT Ba Baa Independent 161,100,0003
FRESNO Aa Al Independent 5,420,000,
INDIANAPQOLIS Aa Aa Independent 95 ,000;
LONG BEACH Aa 7 Independent 114,818,0002
L0S ANGELES Aa Aa Independent
MEMPHIS Aa Dependent
MILWAUKEE Aa Independent .
MINNEAPOLIS Aaa Aaa Independent 45,1853
NASHVILLE Aa Dependent
NEW ORLEANS A A Independent 168.845,0002
NEW YORK CITY Baal Dependent
NORFOLK Aa Dependant
OAKLAND Aa A Independent 30,230,0002
OMAHA Aaa Independent "
PHILADELPHIA Baa Ba Dependent 2u5,300;
PITTSBURGH Aaa A Independent 90, /265
PORTLAND A?a Independent
ROCHESTER A Independent 5
ST. LOUIS Baa Baal Independent 7,600,000,
ST. PAUL Aa Aa Independent 65,640°
SAN FRANCISCO Aal ) Independent 7 8
SEATTLE Aa A Independent 6,025,000
TOLEDO A A Independent 19,780,000
TULSA Aal Aa Independent 5,480,000%
WASHINGTON _ e Dependent _ }

CITY MODE Aa A Independent

TBﬂnded
%Ecndéd
gEcnded
SEDnded
%Bcnded
Bonded
’Bonded
SEanded
“Bonded

debt
debt

debt
debt

debt
debt
debt
debt
debt

*SOURCE:

as
ds
as
as
as
as
as
as
as

of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of
of

September 30, 1985

June 30, 1984
June 30, 1985
August 31, 1984
June 30, 1983
June 30, 1981

October 2, 1985, including $19,400,000 in TANS
December 31, 1934

August 31, 1985

Moody's Municipal and Government Manual 1986
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FISCAL DISPARITIES IN EDUCATION SPENDING PER CAPITA, 1981 32

EDUCATION AID EDUCATIONM SPENDING EDUCATION SPENDING AS % OF TOTAL
CITY SUBURES CITY SUBURBS CITY SUBURES

ALBUQUERQUE $358 $ 352 %425 $ 416 42% 82%
ATLANTA 212 198 483 4C4 25 45
SALTIMORE 277 189 394 452 26 50
30STON - 296 138 482 481 33 46
BUFFALO 322 313 466 542 28 37
CHICAGO -329 166 405 473 30 46
CINCINNATI 168 231 433 435 24 55
CLEVELAND 287 203 529 448 34 38
COLUMBUS 212 215 369 480 31 54
DADE COUNTY 285 285 378 378 26 3z
DALLAS 202 255 333 422 33 46
DENVER 167 263 421 551 31 51
DETROIT 347 223 536 551 31 a5
FRESNO 428 522 498 605 33 40
INDIANAPOLIS 264 229 449 357 39 53
LONG BEACH 441 454 458 452 31 36
LOS ANGELES 441 454 458 452 31 36
MEMPHIS 151 196 316 348 28 a5
MILWAUKEE 317 230 486 528 . 34 42
MINNEAPOLIS 248 322 408 527 25 41
NASHVILLE 127 136 297 245 34 a4
NEW ORLEANS 232 206 316 338 31 40
NEW YORK CITY 241 274 392 ] 752 20 42
NORFOLK 250 337 332 382 36 33
OAKLAND 392 378 350 436 20 32
OMAHA 132 296 385 556 38 a4
PHILADELPHIA 259 209 361 505 26 : 52
PITTSBURGH 191 213 376 465 29 44
PORTLAND 194 267 449 560 28 53
ROCHESTER 336 309 576 619 31 47
sT. LOUIS 258 203 385 420 31 51
ST. PAUL 248 322 408 527 25 4
SAN FRANCISCO 392 378 350 436 20 32
SEATTLE 267 389 359 542 28 51
TOLEDO 212 156 386 433 34 45
TULSA 181 330 348 487 38 66
WASHINGTON _97 172 461 _503 15 46

CITY AVERAGE: $264 $271 $412 $473 30% 45%

*SOURCE: Advisory Commission on Intergovernmental Relations. Fiscal
Central Cities and Suburbs, 1981.




ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS

DADE COUNTY
DALLAS

DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO .
INDIANAPOLIS
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE

NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER

ST. LOUIS

ST. PAUL

SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO

TULSA
WASHINGTON

CITY TOTALS:

1980-81
s 16,443,060
83,614,977
126,000,000
148,209,000
54,088,593
391,897,754
93,753,000
115,000,000
100,391,863
190,000,000
165,379,617
171,823,253
197,996,729
21,806,483
(62,000,000)
17,246,186
333,086,883
110,462,476
122,880,000
47,919,051
81,655,225
£8,000,000
1,712,952,794
41,657,000
14,105,070
(58,000,000)
253,744,000
73,651,737
95,772,757
73,182,693
69,708,123
63,960,876
24,300,000
22,980,240
86,019,665
52,894,034

249,672,900

TOTAL LOCAL REVENUES*

1982-83

$ 17,992,000

91,673,028
127,824,860
132,200,000

64,206,016
519,051,000

90,848,000
126,318,000
119,234,199
240,930,802
218,235,000

192,175,132
(210,000,000)

26,409,862
(70,000,000)

18,035,695
269,847,378
125,079,681
136,367,440

73,137,956

90,709 ,384

85,572,000

2,188,893,530

52,362,295

14,572,500
296,160,000
105,818,000
149,532,873

78,287,640
76,672,923
(75,000,000)

31,400,000

35,102,550

79,516,000

62,419,695

___ 306,517,800

1984-85

$ 29,300,000
119,615,936
132,971,000
132,974,109
60,290,068
683,648,000
117,077,000
140,000,000
(125,000,000)
410,163,118
227,400,094
190,592,000
229,854,134
20,877,398
82,711,350
24,565,118
331,889,383
149,631,669
175,161,120
117,135,000
101,669,000
98,747,498
2,594,205,000

(60,000,000)
(20,000,000)

90,204,832
340,701,000
147,635,905
182,909,736

88,524,395

92,638,980

92,399,466

32,770,947

40,272,799

69,439,466
170,916,430
342,785 ;000

$6,667,629,031

$7,995,676,951

$

1985-86
28,700,000
148,613,886
138,661,818
124,321,153
66,177,236
614,473,000
122,690,000
146,000,000

131,015,000°

423,935,941
244,898,400
204,572,000
246,084,814

31,954,188
90,476,300
30,826,435
378,070,683
168,828,129
189,169,720

(138,000,000)

118,354,000
56,074,993
2,701,829,000
69,755,954
24,158,124
95,257,296
354,585,000
151,498,534
191,941,148
98,667,368
94,327,500
99,802,828
39,952,643
39,892,273
75,646,862
69,102,742
3821654000
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5 8,370,948,968

+ 49.2%

*Includes all local taxation, tuition, fees, investments, rentals, reimbursements,

county and intermediate unit revenues, local carryovers, general fund balances,
caarges
Tecalendar year budgets

21981-82 data
31986-87 data




34
TOTAL STATE REVENUES*

198 9-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86 %A
ALBUQUERQUE $ 133,284,380 $ 181,287,141 § 203,600,000 § 211,800,000 + 58.9%
ATLANTA 53,123,203 62,813,000 92,825,031 104,285,914 + 96.3
BALTIMORE 144 . 000,000 147,420,857 166,265,000 177,333,102 +23.2
BOSTON 100 - 300,000 - 97,500,000 161,190,922 177,592,984 +77.1
BUFFALO 77 - 250,000 193,307,406 118,066,659 135,479,867 +75.4
CHICAGO 643 . 130,860 647,745,000 726,273,000 802,315,000 + 24.8
CINCINNATI 50 .. 838,000 63,981,000 90,245,000 105,026,000 +106.6
CLEVELAND 80 » 000,000 163,300,000 (158,500,000) 154,000,000, 62,5
COLUMBUS 82,112,234 99,723,224 (119,000,000) 118,127,000  + 43.9
DADE COUNTY 290 , 000,000 361,172,808 465,738,950 521,069,270 + 7¢.7
DALLAS 127 . 31,982 145,008,600 164,834,906 134,768,051 + 5.6
DENVER §7 , 879,320 68,978,541 66,124,000 (60,000,000)  + 3.7
DETROIT 298 , 881,887 317,130,000 392,632,129 435,952,372 + 45.9
FRESNO 84, 350,531 88,265,396 121,667,728 150,033,900 +77.9
INDIANAPOLIS (50 , 000,000) (65,000,000) 88,225,440 102,100,%00 +71.8
LONG BEACH 93, 370,623 120,468,937 144,154,522 167,329,759 +79.2
LOS ANGELES 1,228,975,289  1,282,788,295  1,626,302,214  1,854,103,249 +50.9
MEMPHIS 74, 369,584 78,807,874 94,038,340 106,655,349 + 43.4
MILWAUKEE 125 . 215,000 155,810,000 190,010,880 204,731,280 + 63.5
MINNEAPOLIS 55, 593,039 (60,000,000) 64,787,000 (77,000,000)  + 38.5
NASHVILLE 41, 250,187 43,961,421 55,169,000 57,210,000 + 38.7
NEW ORLEANS 78,284,624 94,945,000 122,468,964 128,575,139 + 64.2
NEW YORK CITY 1,08, 777,178  1,371,908,491  1,677,145,000  1,899,820,000 + 82.9
NORFOLK 27., 112,036 32,457,157 (40,000,000) 46,319,000 +70.8
OAKLAND 98, 759,237 111,400,178 (125,000,000) 143,258,541 + 45,1
OMAHA (35, 500,000) 39,463,760 40,269,384 38,617,587 + 8.8
PHILADELPHIA 387,377,000 414,338,000 470,494,000 517,483,000 + 33.6
PITTSBURGH 58,000,911 68,589,000 79,659,699 84,998,841 + 46.5
PORTLAND 35,306,816 38,002,025 37,876,248 39,261,494 +10.9
ROCHESTER 44,923,963 56,397,508 70,136,825 80,752,154 +79.8
ST. LOUIS 78,554,517 85,180,759 107,516,059 116,602,521 + 48.4
ST. PAUL 62, 60,4731 (58,00:2,000) 53,477,773 54,574,456 -13.2
SAN FRANCISCO 145, 1 00,000 162,304,000 195,960,531 230,192,363 + 58.6
SEATTLE 101, 381,843 107,154,657 119,635,942 120,786,381 +19.1
TOLEDO 46,571,900 66,052,456 65,144,335 70,335,500 + 51.0
TULSA 15,240,267 65,625,447 61,293,827 68,595,432 + 51.6
WASHINGTON = — = - - ==
CITY TOTALS:  $6,185,406,884 $ 7,116,285,938 $ 8,566,729,308 $.9,498,086,406 + 53.6%

*Incluides revenues from all state sources excludina federal flow-tarough funds.

11981~ 82 data
21986 — 87 data

41 o I
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ESTIMATED TOTAL FEDERAL REVENUES*
1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86 24
ALBUQUERQUE s 14,261,500 § 12,494,000 ¢ 13,100,000 ¢ 15,600,000 + 9,4%
ATLANTA 27,120,000 23,865,000 27,743,185 27,654,081 + 2.0
BALTIMORE 61,446,000 43,456,000 45,223,000 50,990,496 - 17.0
BOSTON 18,414,000 14,592,000 17,531,759 24,440,957 + 32,7
BUFFALO 25,523,231 20,238,010 22,223,924 29,780,476 + 16.7
CHICAGO 195,216,968 190,000,000 194,388,000 209,827,000 + 7.5
CINCINNATI 21,009,000 16,667,000 18,548,000 19,075,000 - 9.2
CLEVELAND 52,588,302 28,546,757 30,604,447 42,477,000 -19.2
COLUMBUS 25,003,348 16,633,589 18,036,175 23,216,505 - 7.2
DADE COUNTY 79,575,599 62,276,421 70,532,432 82,434,850 + 3.8
DALLAS 24,124,000 22,276,000 22,218,474 26,165,945 + 8.5
DENVER 20,000,000 15,867,000 13,048,000 19,534,000 - 2.3
DETROIT 96,396,089 72,459,534 75,972,106 80,374,762 - 16.6
FRESNO 10,520,162 8,096,976 9,155,496 9,788,121 - 7.0
INDIANAPOLIS 16,952,492 8,267,988 8,422,330 12,682,269 - 25.2
LONG BEACH - 8,212,000 8,000,000 10,239,744 11,211,564 + 36.5
LOS ANGELES 187,494,000 156,700,000 189,372,942 197,653,495 + 5.4
MEMPHIS 32,334,829 27,931,481 33,635,044 35,121,982 + B.6
MILWAUKEE 25,068,000 18,024,000 20,142,000 27,200,000 + B.5
MINNEAPOLIS 13,370,000 11,000,060 12,405,000 (15,000,000) +12.2
NASHVILLE 12,881,000 11,583,000 11,716,000 14,130,000 + 9.7
NEW ORLEANS 25,463,000 20,082,000 25,652,283 44,188,795 + 73.5
NEW YORK CITY 366,241,687 380,363,494 443,944,000 481,688,000 + 31.5
NORFOLK 16,324,433 13,941,616 14,782,914 16,437,100 + 0.7
DAKLAND 12,983,000 10,780,000 11,111,000 11,266,701 - 13.2
OMAHA 5,891,000 4,985,000 6,093,116 5,994,046 + 1.8
PHILADELPHIA 101,690,000 80,241,000 81,223,000 93,525,000 - 8.0
PITTSBUREGH 17,527,000 14,563,000 13,341,523 15,621,278 - 10.9
PORTLAND 14,500,000 11,000,000 12,000,000 12,374,646 - 14.7
ROCHESTER 14,287,000 11,010,000 11,884,733 14,677,826 + 2.7
ST. LOUIS 35,856,000 24,657,000 26,954,680 28,895,931 - 19.4
ST. PAUL 10,728,921 (8,500,000) 12,499,243 12,517,077 +16.7
SAN FRANCISCO 16,584,023 13,426,636 13,991,102 14,844,009 - 10.5
SEATTLE 19,260,000 10,524,000 12,462,001 17,392,626 - 9.7
TOLEDO 12,215,776 9,908,356 11,566,075 13,005,107 + 6.5
TULSA 4,223,275 4,685,569 5,871,355 4,684,781 + 10.9
WASHINGTON __ 48,450,000 37,690,000 39,516,000 _43,578,000 - 10.1
CITY TOTALS:  $1,689,735,635 $1,446,332,427 $1,607,141,083  $1,805,049,426 + 6.8%

*Data often excludes child nutrition or federal cafeteria dollars which are

handled as enterprise funds.

allocation or entitlement data in next chapter of this report.

11981-82 data
21986-87 data




TOTAL ALL REVENUES*
(Gzneral & Special)

Lay]

1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86 % 4
ALBUQUERQUE $ 163,988,940 $ 211,773,141 § 3@5,199,Goa§ $ zgg,SDO,DQD§ + 82.8%
ATLANTA 163,858,180 178,351,028 240,184,152¢ 280,553,881° + 71.2
BALTIMORE 331,446,000 318,701,717 344,459,000 366,985,416  + 10.7
BOSTON 266,914,000 244,292,000 311,696,790 326,355,094  +22.3
BUFFALO 156,861,824 177,751,432 200,580,651 231,437,579  + 47.5
CHICAGO 1,091,275,653  1,356,797,000  1,604,309,000 1,626,615,000  + 49.1
CINCINNATI 165,600,000 171,497,000 235,870,000 246,791,000  + 49.0
CLEVELAND 247,588,302 318,164,757 329,104,447 342,477,000  + 38.2
COLUMBUS 207,507,445 235,591,012 253,036,175 272,358,505  + 31.3
DADE COUNTY 559,575,599 664,380,031 946,434,500,  1,027,440,061, + 83.6
DALLAS 317,135,599 385,519,600 442,577,498 460,543,1217  + 45.2
DENVER 249,702,573 278,020,673 269,764,000 284,106,000  + 13.8
DETROIT 593,363,953 599,589,534 698,458,369 762,411,948  + 28.5
FRESNO 115,677,176 122,772,234 160,700,622 191,776,209  + 64.4
INDIANAPOLIS 138,952,492 143,267,988 179,359,120 206,259,469 + 48.4
LONG BEACH 11¢,828,809 146,504,632 178,959,384 209,367,758  + 76.2
LOS ANGELES 1,749,556,172  1,709,335,673  2,147,564,539 2,429,827,427  + 38.9
MEMPHIS 217,166,888 231,819,036 277,305,053 310,605,450  + 43.0
MILWAUKEE 273,163,000 310,201,440 385,338,626 421,114,003  + 54.2
MINMNEAPOLIS 116,882,090 144,137,956 194,327,000 (203,000,000) + 96.8
NASHVILLE 135,786,412 146,253,805 168,554,000 189,694,000, + 39.7
NEW ORLEANS 171,747,624 200,600,000 246,868,745/ 268,838,927/  + 56.5
NEW YORK CITY 3,117,971,659  3,941,165,515  4,715,294,000 5,083,336,000  + 63.0
NORFOLK 85,093,469 98,761,068 114,782,914 118,768,954  + 39.6
OAKLAND 125,847,307 136,752,678 156,111,000 178,683,366  + 42.0
OMAHA 99,391,000 113,974,552 136,567,332 139,868,929  + 44.9
PHILADELPHIA _ 742,811,000 790,739,000 894,418,000, 965,573,000,  + 30.0
PITTSBURGH 149,179,648 188,970,000 240,637,127 252,118,653% + 69.0
PORTLAND 145,679,573 198,534,898 232,785,984 243,577,288  + 67.2
ROCHESTER 132,393,656 145,695,148 178,645,925 194,097,348  + 46.6
ST. LOUIS 184,118,640, 186,510,682 227,109,719 239,825,952  + 30.3
ST. PAUL 137,550,270° 141,500,000 158,218,263 166,894,261  + 21.3
SAN FRANCISCO 185,984,023 207,126,636 242,722,580q 284,989,015,  + 53.2
SEATTLE 143,622,083 152,781,207 172,370,742° 178,071,280° + 24.0
TOLEDO 144,807,341 155,476,812 146,149,876 158,987,379  + 9.8
TULSA 102,357,576 132,730,711 138,081,612¢ 142,382,955,  + 39.]
WASHINGTON 298,122,900 344,207,800 402,301,000 _426,232,000° + 43.0
CITY TOTALS: 3$13,487,000,000 $15,230,000,000 $18,170,000,000 $19,674,000,000  + 45.9%

*Includes revenues earmarked for debt reduction, federal categorical uses,
intergovernmental transfers, fees and tuition, special purpose revenues,
land revenues , sales and other. d
school system figures.

IDoes not include $3,670,250 in transfers in 1984-85 or $1,709,061 in transfers in 1985-86

2Does ngt include %16,731,269 in transfers and fudiciary funds in 1984-85 and $35,7181,257

in 1985-86.

3Does not include $59,100,000 in local, state, and federal carryover in 1984-85 and
$43,700,000 in 1985-86.

%IncTuding $28,124,024 in other local and sinkinqg funds in 1984-85 and $54,710,725 in 1985-86.
5 1981-82 data. ,

BDoes not include $2,849,000 in private and otner funds in 1984-85 or $1,636,000 in intradistict
sales or 33,082,000 and $1,962,000 respectively in 1985-86.

7Does not include $28,962,255 in other carryover funds in 1984-85; $33,521,553 in 1985-86 or

_ -571-0m—tr bonds—4 G85=B~——— -

8Does not include $56,701,812 in capital, debt and transportation revenue in 1984-85, and

511,863,745 in 1985-86
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ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND

DADE COUNTY
DALLAS

DENVER
DETROLT
FRESNO! ,
INDIANAPOLIS!
LONG BEACH
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE

NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND

OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER

ST. LOUIS

ST. PAUL

SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO

TULSA
WASHINGTON

TOTAL FEDERAL ALLOCATIONS®

1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86
$ 15,996,218 $§ 14,013,408 § 14,693,380 $ 18,131,109
29,701,158 26,137,129 30,384,688 30,469,834
63,092,796 44,620,769 46,434,625 48,027,107
30,936,475 24,514,350 29,645,011 32,029,100
25,523,231 20,238,010 22,223,924 29,780,476
182,494,141 179,555,865 183,477,599 201,162,800
NA NA NA HA
52,588,302 28,546,757 30,604,447 41,630,777
25,003, 348 16,633,589 18,036,175 23,216,505
79,575,599 62,276,421 78,034,113y 78,893,614
34,187,065 31,568,709 31,486,682 35,309,726
21,221, 327 15,866,681 16,936,920 20,860,104
90,084,170 72,459,534 76,525,216 76,605,072
10,615,508 8,182,381 9,180, 098 11,125,838
16,952,492 8,267,988 18,422,330 12,682,269
13,722,334 13,199,816 17,111,719 19,633,322
187,494,029 156,668,374 182,581,070 174,848,999
37,541,978 31,793,640 35,497,422 38,143,150
34,828,784 25,042,430 27,984,885 34,524,180
13,369,591 10,705,977 10,941,993 12,744 816
14,813,019 13,319,743 13,472,825 15,029,530
31,253,719 24,649,992 35,228,925 36,000,780
387,681,512 336,226,552 410,637,449 451,934 945
16,324,433 13,941,616 14,782,914 16,437,100
21,086,276 17,508,846 18,045,742 18,298,687
7,939,564 6,720,589 8,211,353 9,404,559
111,424,819 87,924,292 99,154,440 102,479,679
24,616,510 20,453,719 18,737,866 23,240,731
15,182,834 12,148,502 12,713,562 13,553,176
17,213,041 13,268,453 14,091,820 17,684,229
35,856,181 24,657,280 23,870,368 28,232,719
14,190,598 9,956,010 10,575,549 11,480,152
22,885,470 18,528,367 19,509,877 20,484 , 301
20,926,462 11,434,225 11,561,929 18,897,157
12,215,776 9,908,356 11,566,075 13,005,017
7,709,069 7,234,315 8,463,527 8,551,490
49,573,674 38,563,684 42,529,230 44,588,686

[ T 1 \i []

CITY TOTALS $1,775,821,503 $1,457,736,319

Tbata

*SOURCE:

$1,643,355,774

Counc11 of the Great City Scnools

$1,789,281,797

excludes child nutrition allocations for Fresno and Indianapolis.
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ALBUQUERGUE
ATLANTA
3ALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS
DADE COUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO

INDIANAPOLIS

LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE
NEW ORLEANS

NEW YORK CITY -

NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA

PHILADELPHIA

PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER
ST. LOUIS
ST. PAUL

SAN FRANCISCO

SEATTLE
TOLEDO
TULSA
WASHINGTON

1286-81

1,975,285 $

8,674,354
22,412,034
12,491,261

8,150,349
63,650,527

NA
12,565,783
5,984,102
13,273,374
10,501,968

6,601,711
38,396,306

6,413,178

5,170,474

4,617,479
53,818,741
12,806,350

12,128,887 -

3,919,923
4,689,919
14,147,764
162,394,056
4,770,911
8,816,627
2,349,543
35,695,669
8,223,182
5,200,000
4,636,638
11,232,137
3,402,118
8,175,078
3,386,844
3,275,011
3,140,767
15,319,717

1982-83
4,560,030
8,091,973

19,481,674

10,160,082
7,840,204

64,184,000

NA

11,341,729
5,396,389
11,559,007
11,084,318
6,051,132
32,083,898
5,317,921
4,059,978
4,413,283
47,645,795
11,295,290
8,968,822
3,515,270
4,182,355
12,673,591
152,406,401
4,563,086

(7,800,000)

1,420,521
32,425,853
7,144,128
3,776,932
4,897,652
10,067,163
2,707,835
6,715,657
3,043,672
3,294,941
13,669,950

CHAPTER 1 (ECIA) ALLOCATIONS® -
{Part A)

5,457,821
10,202,642
24,385,068
12,988,516

9,414,341
79,686 ,94"

NA

12,505,784
7,086,053
26,158,745
10,795,027
6,578,337
38,295,889
6,255,260
4,764,390
6,881,144
65,337,268
13,772,626
11,372,37
3,486,275
4,647,485
17,900,000
198,447,513
4,235,835
7,989,015
1,884,947
43,503,797
7,087,371
4,211,561
5,711,639
8,052,195
3,192,744
7,062,556
3,145,302
4,457,503
3,442,478
.I 3 !SEE '!,4479

$

1385-86

6,070,403
10,175,383
25,687,000
13,985,595
11,356,541
86,514,000

NA
13,660,505

7,196,041
27,349,387
13,247,987

7,086,056
41,295,889

6,556,187

5,129,000

7,334,436
59,466,379
14,024,972
15,057,249

4,191,188

4,991,563
17,000,000

213,300,000

4,600,000

8,231,619

2,600,000
46,535,370

7,634,000

4,566,925

5,656,466

8,137,393

3,541,241

7,002,800

3,911,037

4,771,501

3,555,811

14,521,336
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CITY TOTALS:$ 605,922,067 §$ 550,310,963 § 694,435,091 § -735,941,260 +21.5%

NATIONAL TOTALS:$2,630,022,000 $2,562,753,000 $5,003,680,000 $3,200,000,000 +21.7%

CITY % OF NAT. 23.0% 21.5% 23.1% 23.0%
*Data are for allocations under Chapter 1, Part A, only and do not include
state agency programs for migrants, neglected and delinquent or the handicapped.
Data represent allocations and do not reflect carryover funding.

SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY 5CHOOLS




CHAPTER 2 (ECIA) ALLOCATIONS*

40

1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86 38

ALBUQUERQUE $ (550,000) $- 518,849 $ 448,049 5 512,370 - 6.8%
ATLANTA 1,630,000 886,168 913,099 952,279 - 41.6
BALTIMORE 1,705,186 1,358,878 1,340,884 1,496,000 - 12.3
BOSTON 3,469,081 1,401,493 1,352,224 1,619,439 - 53.3
BUFFALO 6,211,690 1,292,816 1,106,833 1,260,717 = 79.7
CHICAGO ©.R20,000 6,358,256 5,848,680 6,474,000 +11.2
CINCINNATI '8 NA NA NA NA
CLEVELAND - ,068 1,234,187 (1,016,469) 1,123,358 - 92.8
COLUMBUS : 1,335 768,240 693,450 678,048 - 88.2
DADE COUNTY -5747,938 3,097,506 3,093,953 3,530,899 + 28.5
DALLAS 3,975,387 1,510,968 1,583,673 1,455,475 - 63.4
DENVER 1,862,017 717,846 752,402 831,796 - 55.3
DETROIT 7,330,158 3.341,582 3,291,000 3,360,000 - 54.2
FRESNO 1,227,599 767,300 476,007 617,244 - 49.7
INDIANAPOLIS - 2,045,240 650,062 651,883 735,819 - 64.0
LONG BEACH 190,283 310,329 610,360 698,960 +267.3
LOS ANGELES 19,817,260 8,077,423 7,238,344 6,856,800 - 65.4
MEMPHIS 1,249,441 1,051,279 1,074,483 1,191,840 - 4.6
MILWAUKEE 8,527,592 2,695,606 1,694,211 1,341,905 - 84.3
MINNEAPOLIS 700,000 604,426 (520,000) 473.417 - 32.4
NASHVILLE 1,035,940 600,900 668,671 727,817 - 29.7
NEW ORLEANS 2,110,699 843,400 978,000 1,100,000 - 47.9
NEW YORK CITY 21,165,781 11,554,866 11,800,000 13,600,000 - 35.8
NORFOLK 639,531 480,080 473,309 476,000 - 25.6
DAKLAND 1,007,273 331,638 350,000 698,884 - 30.5
OMAHA 316,736 324,078 327,548 361,000 + 14.0
PHILADELPHIA 9,198,555 4,087,137 3,814,000 4,478,084 - 51.3
PITTSBURGH 885,959 691,216 577,952 597,233 - 32.6
PORTLAND 714,878 657,018 624,853 708,599 - 0.9
ROCHESTER 1,565,232 919,923 601,337 536,851 - 65.7
$T. LOUIS 7,798,795 750,000 695,628 725,970 - 90.7
ST. PAUL - 569,079 348,762 294,592 397,623 - 30.1
SAN FRANCISCO 2,340,442 1,051,682 804,418 114,383 - 95.1
SEATTLE 7,012,640 923,530 857,133 1,006,768 - 85.6
TOLEDO 1,693,452 473,000 454,040 502,358 - 70.3
TULSA 167,934 374,728 392,299 417,488 +148.6
WASHINGTON 7,155,121 2,187,360 2,229,304 - 2,473,504 - 65.4

CITY TOTALS s 155,668,322 § 63,242,932 $ 59,649,688 $ 84,132,928 - 58.8%
NATIONAL TOTAL § 742,896,000 § 470,400,000 $ 479,420,000 $531,909,000
CITY % OF NAT. 21.0% 13.4% 12.4% 12.1%

*Data are for allocations received under the LEAXPDFtiDn of Chapter 2 and may
not include ali funds from state agency programs. Data represent allocations
Eﬁg d$ not reflect carryover funding. Data include funds used for private
schoals.

SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS




ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS
DADE COUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER

FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE
NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER
5T. LOULS
5T. PAUL
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO
TULSA
WASHINGTON
CITY TOTAL:
NATIONAL TOTAL:

CITY % OF NAT:

SOURCE:

IMPACT AID ALLOCATIONS*

1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86
3 1,987,933 . 1,237,377 & 1,042,373 ¢ 1,656,600
1,327,690 495,992 279,432 466,900
1,245,261 179,182 235,863 395,500
1,104,755 189,059 2,542,850 2,449,900
218,097 31,106 49,022 83,000
3,234,932 435,609 711,436 1,192,800

NA NA NA NA
594,738 77,316 110,929 200,600
528,772 68,740 106,749 193,100
2,389,885 1,431,633 819,243 1,305,700
522,374 72,958 98,791 165,500
2,288,944 1,297,212 911,737 1,456,300
584,846 76,030 152,768 256,200

218,237 28,371 0 0
244,817 29,226 38,962 65,300
778,718 430,680 472,390 753,400
1,701,898 563,325 367,859 581,400
858,045 111.546 159,475 267,400
346,584 48,785 76,439 128,200
322,639 49,710 128,716 215,900
421,308 54,792 109,165 183,000

1,427,211 368,001 2,109,925 2,050,
20,849,242 4,163,649 5,668,433 9,435,600
3,940,855 2,800,130 3,265,211 4,137,100
845,735 178,330 168,123 278,700
415,356 55,715 80,055 134,100
2,833,347 757,347 827,652 1,372,800
658,084 85,551 166,102 278,500
154,953 20,605 43,321 72,600
310,881 81,252 162,687 272,800
336,238 46,479 56,532 94,800
329,873 42,883 68,486 114,800
1,232,381 903,791 650,805 1,030,300
365,674 128,624 125,487 206,200
224,557 29,900 43,066 77,900
242,910 34,303 55,758 93,500
3,512,465 1,888,719 3,580,051 3,839,800

$ 58,581,223
$ 755,000,000

7.5%

§ 18,493,928

4.1%

$ 24,485,893
$ 585,000,000
4.2%

*Data may not include funds under PL 813

CITY SCHOOLS

48

$ 35,505,500
$ 695,000,000
5.3%
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EDUCATION OF THE HANDICAPPED*
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PL 84-142
1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86

ALBUQUERQUE $ 0 0 3 0 3 1,926,321
ATLANTA 1,049,420 1,277,918 1,170,892 1,112,268
BALTIMORE 3,671,331 3,881,489 4,054,140 3,984,000
BOSTON 2,019,006 2,068,395 2,239,160 2,136,593
BUFFALD 1,377,245 1,502,814 1,510,597 1,822,494
CHICAGO 6,802,942 6,484,000 6,794,819 10,095,000
CINCINNATI NA NA NA NA
CLEVELAND 1,439,548 1,667,946 1,899,821 1,961,190
COLUMBUS 1,246,646 1,266,023 1,368,258 1,304,270
DADE COUNTY 6,445,492 4,119,144 4,127,435 4,364,166
DALLAS 1,044,185 1,192,241 1,807,588 1,059,785
DENVER 2,411,127 1,230,417 1,649,125 958,310
DETROIT 2,836,494 2,744,734 2,921,146 3,464,000
FRESNO 713,238 1,306,131 1,228,078 1,394,427
INDIANAPOLIS 1,255,299 1,452,505 1,512,434 1,561,000
LONG BEACH 400,652 717 ,640 873,953 928,840
LOS ANGELES 8,237,796 9,347,380 10,179,389 10,751,992
MEMPHIS 2,077,200 1,778,670 2,777,724 2,585,154
MILWAUKEE 1,453,915 2,131,020 2,153,088 1,682,175
MINNEAPOLIS 829,108 886,500 1,051,668 1,308,250
NASHVILLE 1,506,200 1,295,029 1,617,850 1,651,510
NEW ORLEANS 1,146,880 1,200,000 1,900,000 1,200,000
NEW YORK CITY 12,574,203 14,600,000 19,195,000 21,400,000
NORFOLK 575,165 793,573 1,026,715 946,000
OAKLAND 697,123 819,500 903,581 884,000
OMAHA - 865,804 1,526,458 1,746,636 1,700,000
PHILADELPHIA 5,898,414 4,565,246 5,068,759 4,995,499
PITTSBURGH 1,736,952 1,253,899 1,284,200 1,691,243
PORTLAND 1,604,747 1,496,539 1,795,484 1,970,016
ROCHESTER 823,000 733,520 877,474 1,179,334
5T. LOVIS 2,896,612 1,246,586 1,409,310 1,348,462
ST. PAUL 1,196,987 1,170,897 1,181,121 1,768,642
SAN FRANCISCO 583,656 947,244 1,369,901 1,513,919
SEATTLE 592,960 933,158 995,415 1,173,800
TOLEDO 890,659 (950,000) 954,985 1,002,961
TULSA 820,770 1,031,338 1,320,994 1,313,394
WASHINGTON (950,000) 911,853 949,359 1,477,349

CITY TOTAL: $ 80,470,876 § 79,929,807 $ 92,916,099 $-101,316,961

NATIONAL TOTAL: $1,049,025,000 $1,068,580,000 $1,239,445,000  $1,320,840,000

CITY % OF NAT. 7.7% 7.5% 7.5% 7.7%

*Data include funds from both formula grants through the states and
discretionary program monies. Data do not include PL 89-313 monies
or carryover amounts.

SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS
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ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS
DADE COUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE
NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
- NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER
ST. LOUIS
ST. PAUL

SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO
TULSA
WASHINGTON,

CITY TOTAL:
NATIONAL TOTAL:
CITY % OF NAT:

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION ALLOCATIONS=*

198081 1582-83 198485 1985-86 -
s 0 3 0 3 0 3 0 0.0%
772,478 794,655 812,633 (800,000) + 3.6
2,182,718 1,331,056 1,931,495 1,500,000 - 31.3
1,651,136 1,068,915 1,266,670 2,300,000 + 39.3
1,313,365 1,520,814 1,930,350 1,474,617 + 72.3
3,800,000 4,800,000 6,094,747 4,616,000 + 21.5
NA NA NA NA NA
1,996,812 979,600 1,088,712 6,995,962 +250 .4
755,332 545,665 441,970 831,143 + 10.0
1,641,325 1,899,719 1,780,082 1,071,255 - 34.7
697,258 2,350,000 1,184,757 1,960,300 +181.2
591,187 406,260 370,000 457,778 - 22.6
822,393 1,208,144 1,417,912 1,163,026 + 41.4
503,448 386,905 469,846 398,281 - 20.9
(770,000) 888,560 959,039 269,525 - 65.0
358,025 350,445 420,144 436,757 + 22.0
3,981,470 4,798,093 5,239,968 1,730,821 - 56.5
2,889,500 1,422,197 1,206,108 (1,206,108) - 58.3
969,424 800,000 1,667,173 860,000 - 11.3
575,000 125,000 152,368 120,000 - 79.1
695,000 710,000 700,473 1,096,723 + 57.8
517,000 250,000 250,000 500,000 - 3.3
18,003,573 14,661,794 16,000,000 12,800,000 - 28.9
450,000 © 124,406 125,975 254,000 - 43.6
404,488 586,000 796,370 258,000 - 47.8
250,000 230,000 360,000 38,178 - 84.7
5,614,268 5,637,258 5,843,037 4,045,268 - 28.0
1,730,737 1,637,327 1,119,568 739,498 - 57.3
532,167 586,399 444,342 475,000 - 10.7
1,478,237 864,559 909,606 779,382 = 47.3
(1,350,000) (1,000,000) 974,094 710,800 - 47.4
33,540 (50,000) (75,000) 134,424 +300.8
738,893 680,840 634,329 289,319 - 60.8
150,000 119,882 107,622 150,000 0.0
608,671 367,515 458,370 677,538 + 11.3
(310,000) 282,031 (290,000) 161,424 - 47.9
_ 1,864,318 1,726,882 1,726,882 1,718,589 - 7.8
$ 61,091,763 $ 55,190,922 $ 59,249,623 § 53,020,308 - 13.2%
$779,241,000 $655,786,000 $ 738,475,000 $ 842,148,000 + 8.1%
7.8% 8.4% £.0% 6.32
*Data are for allocations under the Vocational Education Act of 1963 for

1980-81, 1982-83 and 1984-85; and under the Carl Perkins Vocational

Education Act of 1984 for 1985-86. Formula and discretionary funds may
A11 data should be viewed as 'draft' due to extreme vagaries
in counting funds.

be included.

COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS




ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
8UFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS
DADE COUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE
NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER
ST. LOUIS
ST. PAUL
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO
TULSA
WASHINGTON
CITY TOTAL:
NATIONAL TOTAL:

CITY % OF NAT:

SOURCE: COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS

BILINGUAL EDUCATION ALLOCATIONS*

1980-81 1982-83 1984-85
§ 575,000 $ §12,620 $ 529,754
52,208 0 140,304
231,714 0 177,970
398,968 591,302 874,711
320,388 350,000 (250,000)
1,300,000 1,000,000 1,490,545
~NA NA NA
375,511 149,996 195,947
0 0 245,323
1,705,236 752,837 142,620
1,400,000 1,188,204 395,000
376,996 61,940 0
716,235 481,374 1,166,606
0 0 324,000
0 0 0
388,884 102,452 0
723,317 792,151 1,188,660
353,404 317,652 181,424
57,367 0 0
555,198 400,000 560,000
216,000 371,918 77,900
190,764 150,000 179,000
18,888,276 11,963,332 14,000,000
0 _ 0- 0
240,834 178,064 58,059
0 4,745 §,952
311,406 382,817 588,800
0 0 0
170,374 155,808 185,412
322,833 375,736 134,000
0 0 135,090
108,792 0 357,409
1,175,300 738,160 981,882
595,895 683,655 465,816
(200,000) (160,000) 105,589
0 0 . 0
123,000 70,709 189,331

$ 32,073,900
$166 ,963,000
19.2%

*Data include funds from all titles of the Bilingual Education Act.

$ 21,935,473
$ 134,372,000
16.3%

ol

$ 25,327,114
$135,679,000
18.7%

1985-86

$ 710,685
110,646
95,000
237,965
(300,000)
1,219,000

NA
189,991
194,000
272,147

0
267,605
896,697

1,241,530

o]

0
546,228
191,520

0
556,652

86,800
250,000

14,000,000

0

180,000
5,700
249,358
0
169,954
140,000
114,607
333,339
1,502,618
734,074
99,110
0

716,810

$ 25,612,036
$ 139,128,000
18.4%
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ALBUOUERQUE
ATLANTA
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS
DADE COUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER
ST. LOUIS
ST. PAUL
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO
TULSA
WASHINGTON
CITY TOTAL:
NATIONAL TOTAL:

CITY % OF NAT.:

SOURCE:

1980-81

MAGNET SCHOOL ALLOCATIONS®

)
|w
ooy |

5
Lod

1984-85

1985-86
0]
0
0
0

4,000,000
4,000,000
0

1,407,679
4,000,000
0

888,664
2,851,532

0

1)
3,972,596
922,291

0

0
4,000,000
377,683

c

0
12,496,832

0

0
547,931

0
3,935,297

0
3,992,380
3,991,750
1,540,083

0
3,958,592

0

<

-5 56,877,810

$ 75,000,000
75.8%

| L
|6

[ ]
(oo O |

[
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+100.0
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P ]

*Data are for allocations made under ti» Magnet Schools Assistance Act,
PL 98-377, Title VII.

Data do not reflect carryover amounts.

COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS
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ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO
CHICAGD
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS
DADE COUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS
. LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE
NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER
ST. LOUIS
ST. PAUL
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO
TULSA
WASHINGTON
CITY TOTAL:

SOURCE:

CHILD NUTRITIOHN

A

=

L

L
L

ATIONS=

1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86 -
5,673,000 $ 5,600,000 $ 6,801,000 § 6,100,000 + 7.5%
10,440,000 10,821,832 11,599,500 11,561,830 +10.8
14,844,251 17,622,387 13,532,326 13,748,961 - 7.4
7,579,886 7,861,874 7,523,950 8,000,000 + 5.5
6,371,589 16,983,113 7,338,995 8,450,000 +32.6
57,124,740 57,107,000 60,610,000 65,169,000 +14.1
NA NA NA : NA NA
10,586,607 11,906,579 12,630,973 14,500,000 +37.0
7,096,630 7,192,500 7,018,220 7,404,800 + 4.3
28,545,511 29,754,936 31,196,783 30,906,000 + 8.3
13,727,451 13,000,000 14,500,000 14,500,000 + 5.6
5,284,632 5,186,038 5,538,500 5,817,628 +10.1
20,590,680 22,834,357 21,308,000 18,750,000 - 8.9
NA NA NA NA NA
NA NA NA NA NA
4,829,305 6,080,121 7,319,037 7,469,520 + 54,7
68,380,000 77,406,259 84,667,235 89,204,560 +30.5
13,943,000 13,607,100 13,877,900 16,335,700 +17.2
6,802,568 8,540,000 9,536,000 9,500,000 +39.7
3,322,000 3,500,000 3,723,216 3,780,000 +13.8
4,553,076 4,049,830 4,671,869 5,132,130 +12.7
9,837,348 8,500,000 10,450,000 11,000,000 +11.8
90,626,059 121,700,000 141,388,500 141,387,025 + 56.0
4,462,188 4,232,860 4,950,695 5,200,000 +16.5
5,849,000 6,116,250 6,583,500 6,800,000 +16.3
3,261,387 2,861,879 3,536,185 3,700,000 +13.5
17,000,000 17,700,000 18,635,340 20,381,683 +19.9
4,617,936 4,558,712 4,973,015 4,779,726 + 3.5
3,100,000 3,400,000 3,197,700 2,982,000 - 3.8
4,677,417 4,207,000 4,545,750 3,774,850 - 19.3
9,259,336 9,715,573 11,039,301 11,499,111 +24.2
2,961,544 2,356,908 3,112,000 2,720,000 - 8.2
5,961,000 5,959,189 6,754,044 6,500,000 + 9.0
3,358,000 3,000,000 3,700,000 4,358,000 +29.8
4,409,547 4,345,000 4,702,500 (5,200,000) +17 9
2,598,431 2,507,534 (2,500,000) (2,500,000) - 3.8
14,978,866 13,688,222 15,912,435 14,861,600 - 0.8
$ 476,652,985 $ 523,903,853 ¢ 568,634,469 & 583,974,124 + 22.59%

*Data include reimb.rsements for school lunch, breakfast, milk and
snacks; and do not include state shares or non-cash commodities.

COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS



ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
3ALTIMORE
BOSTON
3UFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS
DADE COUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE
NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND

ST. LOUIS
ST. PAUL
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO

TULSA
WASHINGTON

CITY TOTAL:

SOURCE:

JOB TRAINING ALLOCATIONS*

*Data are for allocations under all titles of
including service employment under Titles II

under Title IV.

Training Partnership Act (JTPA)

COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS

Allocations for 1984-85 and

1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86
$ 1,200,000 $ 678,156 $§ 305,328 $ 138,840
1,043,439 156,804 807,146 1,080,000
15,900,060 406,253 433,024 390,000
812,000 (55,000) 51,824 50,000
421,657 0 202,605 424,140
24,100,000 7,200,000 4,000,000 3,153,000
NA NA NA NA
8,666,107 264,720 70,000 150,000
2,878,113 1,003,888 - 735,000 466,983
5,717,760 1,579,225 1,039,113 948,115
870,000 0 0 0
621,000 430,611 110,000 104,624
12,814,935 4,385,327 2,747,161 2,498,493
1,189,326 124,927 162,669 280,363
6,565,222 782,499 160,828 513,000
1,591,459 136,784 0 0
25,400,000 4,328,000 3,225,000 9,488,187
2,074,429 (950,000) 935,911 351,000
3,379,152 (800,000) (500,000) 502,349
1,382,000 71,365 51,500 50,000
1,015,449 1,283,242 (500,000) 556,100
271,678 (125,000) 60,000 0
36,600,000 1,823,943 1,125,000 411,000
991,179 601,795 470,284 607,000
1,713,744 (250,000) 202,083 113,000
342,626 164,532 192,649 89,000
15,548,990 3,798,000 2,296,706 1,817,067
4,004,131 2,296,752 458,969 620,379
1,351,350 76,202 71,659 150,248
2,388,167 532,026 532,024 596,464
1,106,383 567,246 ~ 100,000 164,000
4,483,000 2,387,360 1,277,600 207,000
1,948,266 637,757 660,330 913,900
4,129,258 1,244,988 800,000 850,000
469,727 0 96,000 300,000
0 0 0 0
2,063,991 534,620 393,840 (400,000)
$ 195,054,532 $ 39,677,022 $ 24,774,253 § 28,384,252
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ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBLS
DADE COUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE
NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER
ST. LOUIS
ST. PAUL

SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO

TULSA
WASHINGTON, DC

CITY TOTAL:

SOURCE:

HEADSTART ALLOCATIUNS*

1980-81 1982-83 1984-85 1985-86

$ 0 $ 0 $ 0 % Q

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0
6,900,0C0 9,086,000 8,684,000 5,891,000

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 Q 0 0

148,298 0 0 0

0 0 0 0
3,154,374 3,108,025 3,070,024 3,070,024

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0
26,395 53,706 90,017 93,186

0 0 : 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

445,561 349,900 275,000 0

0 0 0 0
3,629,703 3,915,300 4,339,849 4,511,242
958,501 981,000 1,216,573 1,269,189
639,217 747,532 760,552 798,610

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0
524,319 591,201 687,120 700,000

0 0 0 0

0 0 0 0
_ 0 o 0 _ a_
$ 16,426,368 § 18,832,664 $ 19,123,135 § 20,333,251

*Data ace for aT]acatiDnS

COUNCIL OF THE GREAT CITY SCHOOLS
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ALBUQUERQUE
ATLANTA
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO
CHICAGO
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND
COLUMBUS
DADE COUNTY
DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS
LONG BEACH
LOS ANGELES
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE
MINNEAPOLIS
NASHVILLE

* NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK
OAKLAND
OMAHA
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH
PORTLAND
ROCHESTER
ST. LOUIS
ST. PAUL

SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO

TULSA
WASHINGTON

CITY TOTAL:

SOURCE:

COUNCIL OF

1980-81

$ 85,000
2,989,108
66,567

O D D

198,647
163,908
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11,573,800
847,789

0
288,079

COQ OO D

$ 17,530,628

DAY CARE ALLOCATIONS*

1982-83 1984-85 1985-86
55,854 $ (80,0000 § 81,600
2,371,335 2,834,450 2,992,965
61,326 50,707 (50,000)

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0
NA NA 241,489
224,900 242,570 264,537

0 0 :

0 0 0
15,000 20,000 30,000

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0
477,249 367,096 495,024

0 0 0
1,500 20,000 20,000

32,550 25,932 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0
9,677,900 9,677,900 9,954,939
816,899 781,559 587,219

0 0 0
0 0 22,038

0 0 0

0 0 0

¢ 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0

0 0 0
0 0 0
$13,738,513 $ 14,100,214 $ 14,739,808
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*Data are for allocations under the Social Security Act, Title XX

THE Great City Schools
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V. GREAT CITY SCHOOL EDUCATIONAL INDICATORS
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51
DAILY ATTEHDANCE RATES, 1985-86%

ELEMENTARY MINDLE SECONDARY OTHER SYSTEM WIDE
ALBUQUERQUE 95.2 93.3 92.6 -- 94.0%
ATLANTA 95.0 94.0 32.0 - .
BALTIMORE
30STON
BUFFALO )
CHICAGO 93.2 -- 85.5 - 91.2
CINCINNATI ,
CLEVELAND 92.0 81.0 3.0 - 86.0
COLUMBUS 94.0 0.3 8e.2 - 91.6
DADE COUNTY 92.4 92.1 90.9 - -
DALLAS
DENVER . .
DETROIT 3% 9.4 84.8 82.8 -- 86.
FRESNO o
INDIANAPOLIS 93.2 85.4 83.9 -- 89
LONG BEACH 93.8 91.9 92.5 -- _—
LOS ANGELES 92.8 88.9 83.7 -- -
MEMPHIS 96.0 94.0 92.0 -- 94.1
MILWAUKEE 92.3 89.3 85.3 -- 89.7
MINMEAPOLIS 93.8 -- 87.8 -- 91.2
NASHVILLE - -- -- -- 93,9
NEW ORLEANS 9.7 89.2 87.4 - 91.9
NEW YORK CITYS 89.1 86.0 79.6 71.81 85.5
NORFOLK _ 94.0 -- 88.0 -- 92.0
OAKLANDZ 95.0 94.0 92.0 - 94.0
OMAHA _ - -—- -- -- 94.0
PHILADELPHIA® -- - -- ~- 35.0
PITTSBURGH 92.3 88.1 83.4 -- 3.3
PORTLAND 93.4 -- 91.5 -- 92.5
ROCHESTER 93.4 -- 86.7 -- -
ST. LOUIS 91.7 83.3 85.9 -- -
ST. PAUL 94.0 -- 88.0 - 91.5
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE .
TOLEDO 94.1 91.0 87.6 -- -
TULSA
WASHINGTOM, DC o ) - L - _

*Attendance counts made at one point in school day rather than each
period, unless otherwise noted. Data may not necessarily be comparable
from district to district.

%Spezia1 Education

Z0ctober 1985 data only o B
Data gathered for one week in MARCH, 1986

4varch, April 1986 data

5Period-by~period data rather than one-point per day




NUMBERS OF HIGH SCHOOL GRADUATES
1985-86 Special/

Regular Honors 7 1 Exceptional Completion
Diplomas Diplomas G.E.D. Education Attendance Total

ALBUQUERQUE —_— _
ATLANTA - _
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO i
CHICAGD 13,984 - -- 2,330 -- 16,314
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND 3,051 - -- - - 3,051
COLUMBUS 2,299 422 - - 495 3,216
DADE COUNTY 11,600 - - 93 49 11,742
DALLAS
DENVER -
DETROIT 7,200 - -- -- -- 7,200°
FRESNO '
INDIANAPOLIS - .- -- -- - 2,641
LONG BEACH 3,831 - -- - - 3,831
LOS ANGELES 27,735 . - 27,785
MEMPHIS 4,842 - -- 225 110 5,177
4,050 : 1
2,137

- == = - 43?56
- - - -= 3,735

[

-- 4,196

MILWAUKEE 50 -

MINMEAPQOLIS 37 - - —— —_—— 2,137
NASHVILLE = - - - - S,DCH
NEW ORLEANS 4,320 -— - 4,320

NEW YORK CITYZ 32,649 3,318

\ORFOLK - 835 193 47,904
HORFOLK - —-— ,

- 1,283

LI+ I
wry

I
L}
1
i

1
-
TR T Ve I |

OAKLAND 1,946 - - - - 1,946
OMARA 2,564 .- -- - .- 2,564
PHILADEFPS%A 8,973 - - - — 8,973
PITTSBURGH 3,006 -- -- -- - 3,005
PORTLAND 2,573 == - - — 8,972

4
o
v

1,345

ROCHESTER o - - :
ST. LOUIS 2,093 -- -- .- -- 2,093
ST. PAUL 1,888 - -- - = $'388

SAN FRA@?ISCD
SEATTLE - 2,7
TOLEDO 2,72
TULSA ' 2,6 -
WASHINGTON, DC e —_ - s

2,744
2,247

L] L] L]
Lo N N |
g
~
1
1
v
!
o
[
]
| I I

éif awarded by the LEA

§1983-84 data

,Including those who have passed minimum competency exams
sVocational diplomas

“1984-85 data




53
PLANS OF GRADUATES, 1985-86
(by %)

MILITARY ~ EMPLOYMENT® OTHER  UNKNOWN

[

SCHOOL

ALBUQUEROUE 39.0% 5.0% 45,0% -3 11.0%
ATLANTA 57.0 7.0 27.0 9.0 -=
BALTIMORE

BOSTON

BUFFALO

CHICAGO == == -= == ==
CINCINNATL 4

CLEVELAND -- - -- - -
COLUMBUS 58.0 11.0 17.0 6.0 9.0
DADE COUN1Y -- - -- - .-

DALLAS
DENVER
DETROIT
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS, o
LONG BEACH 7%,
LOS ANGELES ''®
MEMPHIS
MILWAUKEE °
MINNEAPOLLS -
NASHVILLE °*
NEW ORLEANS
NEW YORK CITY
NORFOLK g
OAKLAND ~
OMAHA ©
PHILADELPHIA
PITTSBURGH

11,6
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PORTLAND ¢ 2 -
RDCHESTERII!S a8 1 Eg_ 15 ii

ST. LOUIS®
ST. PAUL
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE, ¢ , 7 o
TOLEDO 5°¢ 60.0 .0 20.0 13.07%
TULSA °° 9.3 2 25.1 12.4 -
WASHINGTON, DC _ ,J, , e

12

1In21udés colleges, universities, junior colleges, vocational/technical schools
Ebusinéss schools
31983 graduates ) ,

Includes part-time students who are working full or part=time and homemakers
4taking nart-time courses

gFull or part-time work ) 7 7 o

Includes 10.0% unemployment but "looking for employment" and 1.0% other
7Actua1 followup data on graduates rather than plans

1985 graduates
SInEIudes 6.0% unemployed but looking for employment and 3.0% other

ofirst system-wide study of graduates being prepared for class of 1986
iIn¢1udes,3% QaT

1984 graduates
~Unemployed
-“Preliminary report only
"Includes 9.2% unemployed and 3.2% other
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54
TESTING REQUIREMENTS, 1985-86

COMPETENCY TEST®  COMPETENCY TEST? COMPULSORY

_FOR_GRADUATION FOR GRADE PROMOTION  GRADES COVERED  ATTENDANCE AGE
ALBUQUERQUE yes no - 16
ATLANTA yes no -- 16
BALTIMORE yes
BOSTON o
BUFFALO
CHICAGOD yes na == 16
CINCINNATI . 18
CLEVELAND no no -= 18
COLUMBUS no yes 2,4,7,9 18
DADE COUNTY yes yesg 3,5,8,10 16
DALLAS yes yes” all ~=
DENVER
DETROIT yes no - 164
FRESNO 18~
INDIANAPOLIS no o -- 153
LONG BEACH yes no -~ 183
LOS ANGELES yes no == 18
MEMPHIS yes no == 17
MILWAUKEE yes no == 16
MINNEAPOLIS yes yes Depends on Subject 16
NASHVILLE yes no -- 17
NEW ORLEANS no no -= 16
NEW YORK CITY 17
NORFOLK yes _ yes - 1-6 174
OAKLAND yes no -= 18
OMAHA 7 no no -— 16
PHILADELPHIA no yes K-8 16
PITTSBURGH no no == 16
PORTLAND yes no -= 16
ROCHESTER yes yes 3,6,8 16
ST. LOUIS yes no == 15
ST. PAUL no no -- 153
SAN FRANCISCO 18
SEATTLE 18
TOLEDO no no == 184
TULSA no no . - - 18
WASHINGTON, DC yes no . == 16

%Requirement may be either local or state, both B

May be either sole ¢riteria for promotion or one factor considered
-,in decision to promote

“California law allows students to leave school at age 16 with
,certificate of attendance if they have passed competency examination
_Can be released at 16 with excuse

Course work tests
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READING ACHIEVEMENT, 1985-86

ELEMENTARY GRADES % ABOVE SECOMDARY GRADES % ABOVE

TREND IN SCORES GRADE LEVEL TREND IH SCOPRES GRADE LEVEL
ALBUQUERQUE Increase Above Increase Above
ATLANTA Increase Above Increase ==
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALQO Increase Above
CHICAGO Increase Below Level Below
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND Increase Average Increase Below
COLUMBUS Increase Above Increase Above
DADE COUNTY Increase Below Increase Below
DALLAS Increase Average Level Below
DENVER
DETROTT Increase Abave Leve] Below
FRESNO
INDIANAPOLIS Increase Above Level Below
LONG BEACH Increase Above Level Abave
LOS ANGELES Increase Increase
MEMPHIS Increase Average Increase Below
MILWAUKEE Increase Above Level Below
MINNEAPOLIS Increase Above Increase Above
NASHVILLE Increase Average -
NEW ORLEANS Level Average Level Below
NEW YORK CITY Increase 61% Increase
NORFOLK Increase Below Increase Average
OAKLAND Increase Below Increase Below
OMAHA Increase Above Increase Average
PHILADELPHIA Increase 30% - -
PITTSBURGH Increase 71% Increase 493%
PORTLAND Increase Above Increase Above
ROCHESTER Increase Above Increase -
ST. LOUIS Increase Above Increase Below
ST. PAUL Increase . Average Level ==
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE
TOLEDO Increase Above Level Below
TULSA Increase Above Increase Above
WASHINGTON, DC Increase ___Above __Level R __Below
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MATHEMATICS ACHIEVEMENT, 1985-86

ELEMENTARY GRADES % ABOVE SECONDARY GRADES % ABOVE
- TREND IN SCORES GRADE LEVEL  TREND IN SCORES GRADE LEVEL
ALBUQUERQUE Increase Above Increase Above
ATLANTA Increase Above Increase -
BALTIMORE
BOSTON
BUFFALO Increase Above
CHICAGO Increase Average Increase Below
CINCINNATI
CLEVELAND Increase Above Increase Below
COLUMBUS Increase Abave Increase Above
DADE COUNTY Increase Abave Increase Above
DALLAS Increase Average Level Below
DENVER :
DETROIT Increase Abave Level Below
FRESNO 7
INDIANAPOLIS Increase Above Level Below
LONG BEACH Increase Above Level Above
LOS ANGELES Increase ) Increase
MEMPHIS Increase Above Increase Average
MILWAUKEE Increase Above Level Above
MINNEAPOLIS Increase Above Increase Above
NASHVILLE Increase Average -
NEW ORLEANS Stable Average Below
NEW YORK CITY Increase 65% Increase
NORFOLK Increase Above Increase Above
OAKLAND : Increase Above Increase Above
OMAHA Increase Above Increase Average
PHILADELPHIA Increase 36% == -=
PITTSBURGH Increase 73% - Increase 53%
PORTLAND Increase Above Level Above
ROCHESTER Increase Above Increase -
ST. LOUIS Increase Above Increase Below
ST. PAUL Increase Average Level -=
SAN FRANCISCO
SEATTLE ) , )
TOLEDD Increase Above Leval Below
TULSA Increase Above Increase Above
WASHINGTON, DC __Increase _Above Level Below
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